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CURRENT TOPICS. 





WE HAVE REASON to believe that it is not the intention of 
Sir R. J. PorttiMmore to retire from the bench at the end of the 
present year. 





Mr. Justice Nortu and Mr. Justice Day will be the Christ- 
mas Vacation Judges, and the latter will attend at Judges’ 
Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, on Friday, December 22, 
Thursday, December 28, and Friday, December 29; while Mr. 
Justice Nortu will be in attendance there on Tuesday, January 
2, Wednesday, January 3, Thursday, January 4, and Friday, 
January 5. 





Ir HAS BEEN OFFICIALLY announced that the transfer of causes 
from Mr. Justice Kay to Mr. Justice PxAarson for all purposes 
during the absence of the former learned judge on circuit (which 
we anticipated last week) will be made during the Christmas 
Vacation. We understand that in dealing with the transferred 
business Mr. Justice Pzarson will take motions on Thursdays, 
petitions on Fridays, and short causes and adjourned summonses 
on Saturdays. The question of how Mr. Justice PEarson’s own 
list is to be disposed of remains to be decided when it is ascer- 
tained whether the assistance of a judge of the Queen’s Bench 
Division can be obtained for this purpose. 





As WE PREDICTED not very long ago, more than one local 
authority, fearing the responsibilities and expenses of electric 
lighting, has withdrawn its application for a “ provisional order ” 
under the Electric Lighting Act. If these cases of withdrawal 
are cases where the applicants had applied for powers to supply 
electric light to the whole of the area within their jurisdiction, a 
very wise course has been taken. But it is material to point out 
that it is not obligatory upon a local authority, or even upon a 
company, to apply for or take powers having so wide a scope. 
On the contrary, there seems to be no limit to the smallness of 
the area within which the powers of the Act may be exercised, 
aud the local authority may supply the-light to one part of a town, 
and a company to the rest of the town, or the rest of the town 
may be apportioned to as many companies as the Board of Trade 
please, or be left unsupplied with the electric light. The words of 
the Act (section 4) are that “ the Board of Trade may, from time to 
time, by provisional order, authorize any local authority, company, 
or person to supply electricity for any public or private purpose, 
within any area”; and all that the Board of Trade Regulations 
require under this head is (rule 4 ef October, 1882) that the draft 
application must contain, amongst other things, “a description of 





the proposed area of supply.’’ When the area is allotted and the 
order granted, the severe provisions of the Act as to compulsory | 
supply and so forth may (or may not if the Board of Trade so | 
please) be brought into force, and it is natural to expect that) 
these provisions would’be put in force in proportion to the size | 
of the area. But it is obvious that an experiment could be better | 
tried with a small and much-frequented area than a large one, 

and that such an area would, in many cases, need the light more 
than all the other streets of a town. We doubt whether with- | 
drawing applicants would have power to recall their withdrawal, | 
but, if they should be unable to do so, perhaps recourse may be 

had to that provision of the Public Health Act, 1875 (section 161) 


_ which enables an urban authority to contract with any person for | 
the supply of “gas or other means of lighting” the streets— | be, differences in solicitors’ offices, just as in the cham or 


surely the solicitors were rot 


which “ other means” must include the electric light—and so the 


local authority may be enabled to dispense with Board of Trade 
licences or provisional orders altogether. 





SWEEPING Accusations founded upon a slight basis of fact are 
not uncommon among persons unaccustomed to weigh evidence. 
We remember an irate litigant who, having failed to obtain an 
injunction which he and his legal advisers thought ought to have 
been granted, went about denouncing the Court of Ch yasa 
den of injustice, incompetence, and ignorance. Accusations of this 
kind do not very well become the judgment seat, and we cannot 
help regretting that the industrious gentlemen who report for the 
daily papers should have thought fit to record, for the benefit of 
the public, an observaticn which recently fell from Mr. Justice 
Kay. Possibly, in a moment of indignation at some circumstance 
disclosed in the course of proceedings in his court, he is reported 
to have said that “one of the greatest blots on our system of juris- 
prudence is the delay caused in administration actions by the gross 
negligence or incompetence of solicitors. It is shocking to com- 
template.” That delays occur in winding up estates in chancery 
is, of course, undeniable. Inasmuch as testators cannot be pre- 
vented from making foolish and obscure wills, such delays are 
not unknown in the administration of estates outside the court. 
So far, however, as they are peculiar to administration by the 
court they may be due either to the procedure ibed, or to 
the inadequacy of the machinery provided, or to the negligence or 
incompetence of solicitors. No one who knows anything of the 
subject will maintain that the procedure is perfect, and certainly 
no one who has had experience of the difficulty in getting early 
appointments will contend that the staff of the court is uate 
to the work. It is, therefore, at all events, unjust to ascribe 
the delay in administration actions exclusively to the solicitors, 
But what ground is there for ascribing any considerable 
portion of the delay to this cause? We know ing of 
the case before Mr. Justice Kay, but we will take the instance 
with which “ A Firm of Country Solicitors” have supplied the 
readers of the Standard as an instance of “a very real griey- 
ance” under this head. It appears that a tenant for life under a 
will died on the 24th of October, 1877.. ‘‘ After several months 
had passed,” the country solicitors wrote, on behalf of one of the 
persons entitled, to the solicitors to the estate asking for a settle- 
ment. Further correspondence ensued, “and, finally, after we 
had used every expedient for bringing about a settlement, we 
were told that certain legal difficulties made it n to seek 
the aid of the court,” and an administration action was com- 
menced. Now begins the story of the “negligence and incom- 
petence of solicitors” delaying the progress of an administration 


action. Unfortunately, it is not stated when the action was 


commenced, but we shall probably be safe in saying that it would 
not be commenced much before the Long Vacation of 1878. 
Three months of inaction would necessarily follow, for which 
responsible; but it appears that 
the property was sold by auction in June, 1879—#.e., we 

practically within about eight legal working months after the 
commencement of the action. As the subsequent delay 
in distributing the funds, it is stated that one of the purchasers 
refused to complete, and that an action had to be brought against 
him for specific performance. How the solicitors to the estate 
could obtain the distribution of the before all the pur- 
chases had been completed is not stated, and nothing is said 
about the crowded state of the lists of the judges of the 
Chancery Division impeding the decision of the action for specific 
performance. This is a sample of the stories which are told to 
the discredit of solicitors. ere are, of course, and always will 
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offices of other professional men, as to the rapidity and vigilance 
displayed in the conduct of business, but we protest against th 

charge that solicitors in genetal are hegligeht in the conduct o: 

administration actions. ‘he alleged negligence and incompetence 
of solicitors, must, in most cases, mean the negligence and incom- 
petence of their managing clerks, and as to this we may be 
permitted to set against the remarks of Mr. Justice Kay the 
observations. made by Lord Cazrns in 1879: “I know that when 
I was at the bar nothing struck me more than the knowledge, the 
intelligence, the zeal, the activity, and, at the same time, the 
honourable and straightforward dealing of those who came into 
contact with me, as the clerks of the solicitors by whom I was 
retained,” and the remarks of Mr. Justice Cuitty a few months 
ago at the dinner of the United Law Clerks’ Society. He said: 
“The members of the bench see a great deal of the managing 
clerks, and I can say that they perform their work admirably. 
They have very serious duties to perform. They appear to me to 
know their practice well.” 





In AN INTERPLEADER AcTIoNn recently decided in the St. 
Columb County Court (Cornwall), Lee ¢ Co. v. McMahon; 
, Hawke and another, claimants, the following point came up :— 
\On the 8th of August last an execution was levied upon the 
\debtor’s goods for £29. On the 10th of August the bailiff was 
| paid out by a cheque, and the drawers of the cheque took a bill 
| of sale of the debtor’s goods, the consideration being the amount 
| advanced to pay out the execution. Subsequently, Messrs. Ler & 
‘Co. levied upon the debtor’s goods, and were met by the bill of 
sale. It was admitted by the bill of sale holders that they 
advanced the money on the bill of sale in order to protect the 
debtor (a doctor), and to enable him to go on with his practice. 
|| Relying mainly upon this admission of the claimants, the 
| | plaintiffs contended, on the authority of Graham and another v. 
| | Purber (27 L. J. C. P. 51), that the bill was void under 13 Eliz. 
i |e. 5, as delaying the other creditors of the debtor, In Graham 
v. Furber the sheriff took possession of the debtor's goods under 
five writs of execution, wait the debtor applied to the defendant, 
an auctioneer appointed by the sheriff to sell the goods, to pur- 
chase them of him. The defendant’s clerk valued the goods, and 
* the defendant paid to the sheriff the amount of the valuation, 
which just satisfied the fiye executions, and the sheriff thereupon 
executed a bill of sale to the defendant. (Under Marsden v. 
Meadows, L. R. 7 Q. B. D. 80, such a document would not 
require registration.) There was also an agreement between the 
defendant and the debtor, by which the defendant undertook to 
resell the goods to the debtor. The defendant was aware that the 
debtor was at the time indebted to other creditors. CresweLt, 
5., left it to the jury, that if the bill was executed for the pur- 
pose of protecting the debtor against the claims of other creditors, 
it would be fraudulent and void, and the jury having found in 
the affirmative, the bill was set aside. In this case it will be 
observed that the goods were valued exactly at the amount 
peggy cover the fiye executions, while in the recent case of 
Lee y. McMahon the bill of sale was given to secure the sum of 
£29 advanced, and further advances up to £50. Presumably, 
therefore, the chattels comprised in it were worth more than the 
sum advanced. The county court judge, however, held that the 
advance fully covered the yalue of the goods, and distinguished 
the case from Graham v. Furber, on the ground that in the latter 
case theré was nothing to show that the valuation was not con- 
siderably below the trie value of the goods, and, thetefore, a 
real delaying of creditors. If this is the correct interpretation of 
the decision in Graham ¥. Furber, it is clear that execution 
creditors who would seck to upset a bill on the ground that the 
consideration for it has been determined simply by the amount 
of some previous execution which it has been ne to pay 
ut, must look carefully also to the further question—viz., 
whether the amount éo paid was the fair equivalent of the value 
of the goods. 





Ovum ovsynvations last week on the case of Bishop Auckland 
Local Board y. Bishop Auckland Iron | y pod founded 
upon the report of the case in the Times, which represented the 





two learned judges (Frexp and Steruen, JJ.), as differing in 
opinion. We have since learnt that, although this was at first the 
case, Mr. Justice Frevm subsequently, upon his attention being 
called to a case—it is believed that of Banbury Union Sanit- 
ary Authority v. Page (L. R. 8 Q. B. D. 97), withdrew the 
judgment he had delivered, so that the decision of the court, 
in fact, was unanimous that a nuisance, to be within section 
114 of the Public Health Act, 1875, need not be injurious 
to health, We are glad to learn that this is so, being of 
opinion that the strict construction of the section would have 
been a wrong one. But the Banbury case was decided on section 
47 of the Act, which inflicts a penalty “‘on any person who, in 
any urban district, keeps any swine or pigstye in any dwelling- 
house, or so as to be a nuisance to any person,” and the words 
“Or injurious to health’’ do not occur in that section, as they do 
in section 91 (upon a section corresponding to which Great 
Western Railway Company v. Bishop (L. R. 7 Q. B. 550) was 
decided) and in section 114, upon which Malton Local Board v. 
Malton Manure Company (L. R. 4 Ex. D. 802) was decided, as 
well as the Bishop Auckland case. Sections 91 and 114 seem to 
resemble one another far more nearly than section 47 resembles 
either. But will it follow from the authority of the Bishop 
Auckland case that Great Western Railway Company v. Bishop is 
to be rejected as an authority in construing section 91? On the 
whole, we think tliat it will, for Great Western Railway Company 
v. Bishop is distinguishable, as being decided upon a statute (the 
Nuisances Removal Act) of narrower scope than the Public Health 
Act. 





IN THE RECENT CASE of Lamb v. Munster (31 W. R. 117) 
the Queen’s Bench Division had once more to consider the question, 
What is a justification for refusing to answer interrogatories 
having a criminating tendency? In an action for a false and 
malicious libel the plaintiff had administered interrogatories as to 
the publication by the defendant of the alleged libel, and the 
defendant had, in his first answer, objected to answer all the 
interrogatories, on the ground that his answers thereto “ might” 
tend to criminate him. By the plaintiff's counsel it was urged 
that the defendant’s objection was toe vague, and that he was 
bound either to allege positively that the answers would have a 
criminating tendency, or to state that he “is advised” or 
“ believes’ that they will do so; while, on the other side, it was 
pointed out that such an answer would amount to the crimination 
of the defendant. The court refused to order any further answer 
to the interrogatories. Mr. Justice Fizxy pointed out that an 
affirmative answer would necessarily render the defendant subject 
to an indictment for libel, and he expressed an opinion that the 
interrogatories were objectionable, and that Fisher v. Owen (26 
W. R. 581, L. R. 8 Ch. D. 645) had gone too far. Mr. Justice 
SrerHen applied the test established in R. v. Boyes (9 W. R. 
690, 1 B. & 8. 311; which case was recently approved by the 
Court of Appeal in Hx parte Reynolds, 30 W. R. 651)— 
namely, whether there is reasonable ground for apprehending 
that the answer will place the witness in peril of a prosecution 
—and he held that, in the present case, such a contingency 
must follow from the defendant’s admission of the publication. 
The court accordingly disregarded the distinction between the 
words “ might” and “ will” in the defendant's answers to the 
interrogatories, 





On or tHe Consolidated County Court Orders and Rules, 
1875 (ord. 37, r. 53), provides that :—*‘‘ No practice shall prevail 
in any court except as provided by theee rules, nor shall any 
matter be added to or taken from any form in the schedule 
whereby any obligation shall be imposed upen any suitor to which 
he is not liable under statute or these rules.’ Now the provisions 
of the rules as to evidence appear to be the following :—Ord. 14, | 
r. 3, provides that, “ Exeept where othetwise provided by these | 
rules, the evidence of witnesses shall be taken vivd voce on oath | 
according to the former practice on the trial of plaints. Where 
by these rules evidence is required or itted to be taken 
by affidavit, such evidence may be taken vivd voce on oath if the 
judge or registrar shall, at the hearing of any application or other- 
wise, 80 direct,” Rule 6 of the same order provides for the notice 
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‘whieh to be given where it is desired to use an sffidavit. It appears 
from 4 ease which we report elsewhere that Mr. ARunDEL RocErs, 


the Hereford County Court judge, adjourned the hearing of a fore- 


closure action in his court on the ground that there was no 


affidavit of the facts. To use the words ascribed to him, “he 


made an order long ago that in equity matters” he must have an 


affidavit of the facts; and he is reported to have added, “I follow 
the Court of Chancery.” 
appear to be a very safe guide as to equity practice in the county 
courts, so long as rule 53 of order 37 remains in force. We say 
nothing as to the advantages or disadvantages of the “order” 
Mr. Roexrs says he has made, but it would certainly be interest- 
ing to know by virtue of what power his “ order” has been made. 








CONVEYANCES ON TRUST FOR SALE 
UNDER THE SETTLED LAND ACT. 


Ix was, perhaps, not possible for a measure of such wide scope as 
the Settled Land Act to escape without any flaws and hitches in its 
construction ; and this Act, though less conspicuously than some 
other important measures of recent date, has to some extent courted 
ambiguity and obscurity by its use of a slipshod kind of language 
which is more familiar, and better suited, to auctioneers than to 
lawyers. The point which we are about to notice is of a more 
serious complexion. We do not profess to know whether it is 
due to an oversight; but it seems to be of sufficient practical 
importance to demand the immediate attention of all convey- 
ancers. 

When lands are conveyed to trustees upon trust to sell, it has 
hitherto been thought to be a matter of great importance that the 
title to the land should be kept free from the trusts of the sale 
moneys. ‘This has been usually accomplished by declaring these 
last-mentioned trusts ina separate deed from the conveyance to 
the trustees, taking care that the power of the trustees to give a 
discharge for the purchase-money shal! be so clear as to preclude 
all right on the part of a purchaser from them to call for the deed 
by which the subsequent trusts are declared. It seems as though, 
eodee thie provisions et the Settled Land Act, this will, at all events 
in Many casés, be no longer possible to be done. 

Section 63, sub-section (i), of the Act enacts that that any 
land, or any estate or interest in land, which, under any instru- 
ment or instruments, whether made before o* after, or 
partly before and partly after, the commencement of the 
Act, is subject to a érust or direction for sale of that 
land, &c., and for the application or disposal of the money 
to arise from the sale, or the income of that money, or the income 
of the land until sale, or any part of that money or income, for the 
benefit of any person for life, or any other limited period, or for 
the benefit of two or more persons concurrently for any limited 
period, shall be deemed to be settled land, and the instrument or 
instruments under which the trust arises shall be deemed to be a 
settlement ; and the person for the time being beneficially en- 
titled to the income of the land, &c., shall be deemed to be tenant 

Jor life thereof. 

Section 56, sub-section (2), enacts that, notwithstanding any- 
thing in the settlement, the consent of the tenant for life shall, by 
virtue of this Act, be necessary to the exercise by the trustees of 
thé settlement “or other person of any power conferred by the 
settlement cxerciseable for any purpose provided for in this 
)~ amemseane: — eae as ee 
“We suppose we may assume that a trust for sale is generally a 
a power exerciseable “ for a purpose provided for in the Act.” And 
in that case, since the separate deed declaring the trusts of the 
purchase-money might, and very probably would, contain a trust 
of the income of the invested purchase-moneys, and of the income 
of the land until a sale, in favour of some person or persons for life, 
such person or persons would be or constitute a tenant for life, 
under the Act, of the land proposed to be sold; and the consent 
of each of them seems therefore to be necessary to the exercise 
of the trust for sale by the trustees. 

Tt seems to follow that the purchaser will, under the circum- 
stances above contemplated, have the right to call for the trusts ‘of 


But the “ Court of Chancery” does not 


that this right is one which he could, under no circumstances, be 
advised to forego; unless under such circumstances as would 
induce him to dispense altogether with any investigation of the 
title. 

It is important to notice that this very thorough-going enact- 
ment applies to conveyances on trust for sale made before the 
commencement of the Act ; and that it by this means at one stroke 
sweeps away, like cobwebs, the labours of all eonveyancers who 
have striven to keep the trusts of the purchase-money off the title 
to their clients’ lands. 

We ought also, in justice, to remark that section 63, to which the 
whole of the mischief (if we are to regard the above-mentioned 
consequences as mischievous) is due, did not appear in the original 
draft of the Bill, but seems to owe its existence to the unprompted 
wisdom of Parliament. 








MERGER OF SECURITIES. 


Ir has always been held to be a necessary condition for merger 
of a security that the remedy given by the higher security shall 
be co-extensive with that given by the inferior security. 
As Lord Ellenborough put it in Drake v. Mitchell (3 East, at p. 
258), “the principle of ‘ransit in rem judicatam relates only to 
the particular cause of action in which the judgment is recovered 
operating as a change of remedy, from its being of a higher 
nature than before.’ This condition appears to have been a good 
deal lost sight of recently. Ina standard text-book we find it 
broadly stated that “ where a debenture carrying six per cent. is 
merged in a judgment which carries only four per cent., the 
creditor cannot claim more than the latter rate” ; the authority 
given for this proposition being European Central Railway Com- 

pany (25 W. R. 92, L. R. 4Ch. D. 33). The statement is correct 
as regards debentures which only provide for the payment of 
interest until the date fixed for repayment, provided the judgment 
is for all the principal and interest paws for by the debenture. 
But if it is understood in its general and literal sense it is incorrect. 
It only needs a reference to the facts of the case to show that no 
such unqualified doctrine was laid down. A company had granted 
debentures whereby they bound themselves, their successors and 
assigns, to pay to H. the sum of £1,000, together with interest for 
the same at the rate of six per cent. per annum, the principal sum 
to be paid one year after the date of issue, and interest to be pay- 

able in the meantime half-yearly at the several dates expressed in 

the interest warrants thereunto annexed, until the re- 

payment thereof. The court held that the words, “ until 

the repayment thereof,’ meant until the day fixed for re- 

payment thereof. In other words, there was no covenant to pay 

interest after the date fixed for repayment. Shortly after iat 

date a debenture holder recovered judgment on his debenture for 
the weten debt, and interest up to the date fixed for repayment. 

He was admitted to prove in the winding up of the company for 

the judgment debt and interest at four per cent. He claimed to 

prove for an additional two per cent. on the amount of the deben- 

tare from the date of the judgment. The court held that the 

judgment debt was the sole debt due from the ae to the 

debenture holder. Lord Justice Baggallay said (L. R. 4 Ch. D., 

at p. 38), “ dors pe debt is gone; transié in rem judicaiam, a 

fresh debt is created with different colsequences--The jadgumat™ 
is now the charge.” 

In the recent case of Popple v. Syivester (31 W. R. 116), it 

was attempted to apply the doctrine of merger of securities, as 

laid down in the above-mentioned case, to a case where a mort- 

gagee under a mort containing, not only a covenant to pay 


interest at seven per cent, until the date fixed for yment, but 
also a covenant, so long as the principal sum be due on 


the mortgage, to pay interest at that rate. It was contended 


that both the principal sum and also all interest due Biter the 
dats fixed for repayment were merged in the j But 
Mr. Justice Fry held that, although the effect of the judgment 
was to extinguish the covenant to pay the principal on the day 
named for repayment thereof, it did not put an end to the change 





the purchase-moncy as being an essential part of his title; and 








so far as it secured the payment of interest at seven cent, in 
case the principal sum should not be paid on the day fixed for 
\ repayment, 
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THE JUDICIAL STATISTICS. 


Drvorce Covrt, 


Tuere were 626 petitions filed in the Court for Divorce and Matrimonial 
Causes in the year ending the 3lst of October, 1881, as against 672 in 
the previous year ; of these 626 petitions filed 17 were for nullity of 
marriage, 470 for dissolution, and 119 for separation, and 11 for restitu- 
tion of conjugal rights. In addition to these there were 161 petitions 
for alimony pendente lite, and 13 for permanent alimony. The causes tried 
numbered 393 by the court and 43 with a jury, and 377 judgments were 
given. There were 311 decrees absolute for divorce, 53 for judicial 
separation, 8 for restitution of conjugal rights, and 3 for nullity of mar- 
riage. The total fees reccived was £5,217, as against £5,198 in 1880. 


Apmrratty Court. 


There were in the year ending the 3lst of October, 1881, 456 actions 
commenced in the Admiralty Division for sums amounting in the aggre- 
gate for £1,159,190, as against 252 in the previous year for £907,280. 
The motions in court numbered 82, and the summonses 1,152, and there 
were 162 final judgments. Under the head of references to the regis- 
trar, assisted by merchants, the total number of cases heard and reported 
upon by the registrar was 87. The total amount of accounts submitted 
for investigation in 1881 in the principal registry was £250,597, of which 
£219,214 was reported due; 239 bills of costs were taxed, amounting to 
a total of £44,120, of which sum £14,222 was disallowed. The court sat 
on 164 days and the registrar with merchants on 69. The balances of 
suitors’ money at the beginning of the year amounted to £26,000 ; during 
the year £156,313 were received and £82,800 paid out, leaving £101,607 
at the end of the year. Fees paid by judicature stamps amounied to 
£6,191, and those received in cash to £931. 


Court or Banxruptcy. 


The bankruptcy returns show a tendency to a decrease in the number 
of bankruptcies and liquidations. Jn the year 1870 the total number of 
these was 5,002, which number increased each year until in 1879 it 
amounted to 13,132; in 1880 there were but 10,298, and in 1881, 9,727, 
of which number 1,005 were bankruptcies. With regard to proceedings 
before bankruptcy the returns show that there were 2,963 debtors’ sum- 
monses issued, 159 declarations of inability filed by debtors, and 1,608 
petitions for adjudication filed. Of the 1,005 bankrupts, 746 were traders 
and 259 non-trafers. In 918 cases of first meetings of creditors trustees 
were appointed, and 27 bankruptcies were carried on by the registrars 
as trustees, and 20 bankruptcies were annulled. Discharges were granted 
in 131 cases, in only 8 of which 10s. in the pound was or might have 
been paid. The bankruptcies pending at the commencement of the 
year were 3,830 in number, and to these were added during the 
year 1,005, making a total of 4,835. Of this number 149 were annulled, 
384 were closed after payment of dividend, and 598 without dividend, 
leaving 3,704 pending at the end of the year. A summary of receipts 
and payments by trustees shows the balancer at the commencement of 
the year to have been £308,907, and the receipts and advances by trustees, 
less payments to secured creditors and extraordinary outlay, £321,728, 
making together £630,635. The repayments of advances and sundry pay 
mente, including dividends, were £366,307, and the balances at the close of 
the year £264,328, making together £630,635. The number of estates 
closed in 1881 was 982, as against 1,113 in 1880. In 384 of these 
estates closed it appears that 8 paid 20s. in the pound; 15 paid above 
108. and less than 20s. ; 47 paid more than 5s. and not exceeding 10s. ; 
87 paid between 2s. 6d. and 5s.; 712 paid between ls. and 26, 6d.; and 
115 paid lese than 1s. 

Under the separate head of liquidation by arrangement it appears that 
there were, in 1881, 10,652 petitions for liquidation filed, 5,216 resolu- 
tions registered, and 2,253 resolutions for discharge. Under these peti- 
tions the gross amount of debts was £10,649,483, the gross value of 
the estates £3,580,738, and the amount of stamp duty £25,902, In the 
previous year there were 11,508 petitions filed. 

Under the separate head of compositions with creditors there were, in 
1881, 3,506 resolutions registered, the gross amount of the debts was 
£4,201,398, the gross value of the estates was £990,447, and the amount 
of the stamp duty £11,032. In 1880 the number of resolutions regis- 
tered was 3,757. ‘The rate of composition in the 3,506 cases of composi- 
tions with creditors was, in 3,390 instances, ten shillings in the pound 
and under, and in only 116 instances did it exceed ten shillings. 

Teking bankruptcies, liquidations, and compositions together, the 
total of liabilities in 1881 was £17,679,345, and the total assets 
44,890,898, while, in 1880, the total liabilities were £16,188,636, and 
the total assets £4,701,504. Including 24 bankruptcy appeals pending 
at the end of 1880, there were 113 bankruptey appeals during the year 
1881 for hearing by the Court of Appeal. In 48 of these appeals the 
judgment of the Chief Judge in Bankruptcy was affirmed, in 38 reversed, 
and in 4 varied; 14 appeals were withdrawn or arranged, and 9 remained 
pending. The appeals from the registrars to the Chief Judge during the 
year 1861 numbered 147. In 53 of these cases the judgment of the 
registrar was affirmed, in 52 it was reversed, and in 2 varied ; 2 appeals 
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to the Chief Judge were referred back, 20 were withdrawn or arranged, 
and 18 remained pending at the end of the year. Before the Barkruptcy 


Act, 1869, the bankruptcy appeals averaged about 60; since the Act 
they average 120 to the Court of Appeal, and about 125 to the Chief 
Judge. A summary of the bills taxed by the taxing masters and regis- 
trars under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, shows that there were, in 1881, 
18,270 bills for a gross amount of £469,943 brought in for taxation, and 
that out of this amount £80,976 were struck off, being at the rate of 
£17 4s. 6d. per cent., and that £388,967 were allowed. 


County Courts. 


In the 56 county court circuits now existing, courts are held at 501 
places. There were 1,035,311 plaints entered in county courts in 1881, 
and 920 cases were transferred from superior courts, making a total cf 
1,036,231, or 60,559 less than in 1880. The number of actions deter. 
mined was 981 with a jury, and 631,647 without a jury. In 576,075 of 
these cases the judgment was for the plaintiff, in 5,936 cases there was a 
nonsuit, and the defendant was successful in 9,939 instances. Judgment 
summonses were issued to the number of 127,138, of which number 
74,827 were heard; 35,113 warrants of commitment were issued, and 
5,544 debtorsimprisoned. The executions issued against goods amounted 
in number to 240,709, but only. 5,409 sales took place. The total 
amount for which plaints were issued was £3,223,973, and plaintiffs 
obtained judgment on original hearings for an aggregate sum of 
£1,601,648 for debts, and £129,302 for costs. On all proceedings the 
total amount of fees was £432,138. Under the jurisdiction for the pro- 
tection of deserted wives, 851 orders were registered. Under the head of 
bankruptcy proceedings the number of debtors’ summonses issued was 
1,255, and there were 123 declarations of inability filed by debtors, 920 
petitions for adjudication filed, and 9,064 for liquidation or composition. 
There were 126 actions under the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880. The 
number of days of sitting for the whole of the circuits was 8,103 in 1881, 
as against 8,268 in 1880. The greatest number of days of sitting on any 
circuit was 321 on Circuit No. 6, for which there are two judges; the 
greatest number for a single judge was 192, and the lowest 80. The 
average amount for each plaint entered in 1881 was £3 2s. 3d.; the 
average varies from time to time, but is, roughly speaking, between £3 
and £3 103. 

County Courts Equity Jurispicrion. 

The proceedings in equity in county courts have gradually increased 
from 613 in 1877 to 704 in 1881. These 704 proceedings are classified 
as follows—viz., 220 for administration of estates, 15 for tho execu- 
tion of trusts, 114 for foreclosure, redemption, &c., 51 for specific per- 
formance, 10 for delivery up or cancelling of agreements for sale or pur- 
chase, and 53 for dissolution or winding up of partnerships ; there were 
also 31 petitions for the appointment or removal of trustees, 112 for 
other purposes of the Trustee Acts, 11 for the maintenance, &c., of 
infants, 29 for partition, and 35 for injunction, and under the 24th 
section of 30 & 31 Vict. c. 142, there 23 cases of payment into the Post 
Office Savings Bank in the name of the registrar. The aggregate amount 
of the subject-matter of equitable proceedings in county courts was 
£96,947, the amount of solicitors’ costs allowed was £4,347, and the 
amount of fees was £2,523, There remained 257 suits pending at the 
end of the year. : 


County Courts ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION, 


The total number of admiralty actions or proceedings in county courts 
in 1881 was 373, the amount of claims was £41,961, the solicitors’ costs 
allowed amounted to £1,992, and the fees to £1,489. 


Orry or Lonpon Court. 


There were 24,716 plaints entered in the City of London Court in 
1881, and 8 cases were transferred from superior courts. In 10,238 
instances cases were decided without a jury, and in 89 with a jury. 
Judgment was for the plaintiff in 9,818 cases, in 175 there was a nonsuit, 
and 334 judgments were for the defendant. Judgment summonses 
were issued tothe number of 1,561, and 697 of these were heard; 221 
warrants of commitment were issued and 15 debtors imprisoned; 4,734 
executions against goods were issued and 44 sales made. The aggregate 
amount for which plaints were entered was £139,197, and the aggregate 
amount of judgments for tho plaintiff was £50,426 for debts and £7,601 
for costs, The fees on all proceedings amounted to £14,048, and the 
court sat on 171 days. There were 20 equitable proceedings in the City 
of London Court for an aggregate sum of £5,135, There were also 193 
admiralty proceedings for an aggregate amourft of £19,139, 


Locat Courts, 

In 9 of the 25 local courts of civil jurisdiction there were, in 1881, no 
proceedings, and in 5 of these 9 there have been no proceedings for ten 
years past, From the Hundred of Salford Court of Record 14,061 writs 
were issued in 1881 for an aggregate amount of £125,931, as against 
13,716 write for £127,427 in 1880. In the Liverpool Court of Passage 
there were 4,872 plaints for £66,315 in 1881, as against 4,444 for £55,349 
in the previous year. In the Bristol Tolzey Court there were 2,422 plaints 
for £15,680 in 1881, as against 7,427 in 1880 for £14,553, In tho Preston 
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Borough Court of Pleas there were 553 plaints for £2,072 in 1881, as 
against 641 for £2,603 in 1880. The Derby Borough Court had 579 
ts for £4,828 in 1881, as against 662 for £5,039 in 1880. In the 
ewcastle-upon-Tyne Burgess and Non-Burgess Courts there were 91 
plaints for £718, as against 43 for £244, and in the Norwich Guildhall 
Court there were 242 plaints for £3,728, as against 228 for £2,504, In the 
other courts in which proceedings took place in 1881 the total number of 
plaints entered was 378 for £8,087, as against 365 for £3,970. ‘The total 
amount of debts for which judgment was obtained in 1881 was £52,814 
for the Salford Court, and £33,216 for all the other courts. The amount 
of costs, exclusive of court fees, in 1881 was £9,899 for the Salford Court, 
and £6,813 for all the other courts. The fees amounted in 1881 to £4,326 
for the Salford Court, and £3,550 for the other courts, as against £4,540 
and £3,949 in 1880, 


Loxp Mayor's Court, Lonpon. 


The number of actions entered in 1881 in the Lord Mayor’s Court was 
13,715, or 723 more than in the previous year. There were further 22 
ejectments, and 8 apprentice. petitions. The total amount for which 
actions were entered was £259,859. There were 321 committals issued, 
233 debtors were arrested, and 5 imprisoned. The number of foreign 
attachments issued was 20, for a total sum of £1,838. On the equity 
side of the court 3 bills of complaint were filed in 1881, and 4 in 
ri. The fees of court amounted in 1881 to £7,099, and in 1880 to 

815, 


Srannarres Courts. 


In proceedings in the Stannaries Courts there were but 2 creditors’ 
suits in 1881 for £92. Under the common law jurisdiction in Cornwall 
(there being no common law proceedings for Devon), there was 1 writ 
of summons in 1881. In proceedings by plaint there were 2. Under 
the Winding-up Acts there were 4 petitions. The total amount recsived 
by official liquidators, including money received for calls, was £14,685 
in 1881, as against £10,767 in 1880. The expenses were £2,208. 
Two writs of jiert faciae were issued. 


Eccuiestasticat Courts. 


The number of suits in the ecclesiastical courts in 1881 was 7, as 
against 13 in 1880. Six of the suits in 1881 were in the Arches Court 
of Canterbury. Of the suits in 1881, 1 was under the Church Discipline 
Act, 2 under the Public Worship Regulation Act, 1874, 1 for granting 
a faculty, 1 for drunkenness, and 2 for other matters. Further there 
were in 1881, 271 sunita for faculties, as against 245 in 1880. The court 
fees in 1881 amounted to £1,193. 


Divistonat Court. 


A return made by the Queen’s Coroner and Attorney and Master of 
the Crown Office shows that there were 5 special cases filed under the 
12 & 13 Vict. c. 45, of which 4 were argued, Under 20 & 21 Vict. c. 43, 
the number of special cases filed was 65, of which 61 were argued. 
There were also 33 appeals from county courts, of which 16 were 
argued. There were also 57 appeals by motion under the 38 & 39 Vict. 
c. 50, 8.6, and of these, 13 orders nist were made absolute, and 18 dis- 
charged ; and under the .same section 65 appeals by motion, in which 9 
orders nisi were made absolute, and 1 discharged. There were 8 appeals 
from the Lord Mayor's Court, and 4 from the Liverpool Court of 
Passage. 

Tue Court or APPEAL. 


The return respecting the Court of Appeal shows that at the commence- 
ment of the year 1881 the number of appeals awaiting hearing was 193 
from final judgments, 50 from intcrlocutory orders, 1 original motion, 
6 from the County Palatine of Lancaster, 1 from the Stannaries Court, 
and 9 from the Bankruptcy Court, making a total of 259 ; that 723 were 
set down during the year, of which 231 were from final judgments, 335 
from interlocutory orders, 66 original motions, 1 from the County 
Palatine of Lancaster, and 90 from bankruptcy ; that 653 were heard 
during the year—that is to say, 244 from final judgments, 268 from 
interlocutory orders, 64 original motions, 3 from the County Palatine of 
Lancaster, 1 from the Stannaries Court, and 73 from bankruptcy, and a 
total of 91 were otherwise disposed of, leaving 238 appeals awaiting 
hearing at the end of the year. The court sat at Lincoln’s-inn onl64 
days, and at Westminster on 148, The Lord Chancellor sat 69 days in 
the House of Lords, and 16 days on Committee of Privileges. His lord- 
ship did not sit on the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, 


Juproran Commirrge or THE Privy Council. 

There were 57 appeals entered in 1881 to be heard before the Judicial 
Committee. During the year 11 appeals were dismissed for want of 
prosecution, and 53 were heard and determined. In 36 of these the 
judgment was affirmed, in 1 varied, and in 16 reversed. There were 94 
appeals lodged siuce the Ist of April, 1878, remaining for hearing on the 
lst of January, 1881. There were 3 applications for extension or con- 
firming letters-patent, and 2 petitions specially referred. The amount 


Hovsz or Lorps. 


The return of the judicial proceedings of the House of Lords during 
the session of 1881 shows that there were 40 appeals from the Court of 
Appeal in England, 3 from Ireland, and 18 from Scotland, making a 
total of 61. Five of these were withdrawn and 18 dismissed for want 
of prosecution. The total number of judgments delivered was 37, and 
in 27 the judgment of the Court of Appeal was affirmed, in 1 affirmed 
with variations, in 1 with declaration or directions, in 1 reversed in part, 
in 2 absolutely reversed, in 4 reversed with declaration or direction or 
finding, and in 1 was remitted with directions. The total number of 
effective causes remaining for hearing at the end of the session of 1881 
was 21, as against 12 from the previous session, The total amount of 








fees was £1,493 in 1881, and £1,623 in 1880, ae 
CORRESPONDENCE. 


REFERENCES UNDER SECTIONS 56 AND 57 OF THE 
JUDICATURE ACT, 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—In the concluding paragraph of your able article on sections 56 
aud 57 of the Judicature Act, contained in your number of December 
16, you observe that, so far as you know, there is no report of a decision 
authoritatively settling the practice as to the time within which a motion 
to set aside the finding of a referee under section 57 must be made. 

Allow me to refer you to the case of Sullivan v. Rivington, in 28 
W. R. 372, not reported elsewhere as far as I am aware. 

The whole question of references under these sections has been dis- 
cussed very recently in acase of Watker v. Bunkell before Mr. Justice 
Kay. The case of Sullivan v. Rivington was held by the learned judge 
to apply to references under section 57, but not to those under section 
56, und he refused to lay down any rule as to the time within which a 
motion to vary or set aside a report of a referee under the latter section 
must be made. A. J. Spencer. 

Lincoln’s-inn, December 19. 


[We had not forgotten the case of Sullivan v. Rivington, bat 
we certainly supposed it to have been decided prior to the altera- 
tion of the 34th rule of order 36, and, therefore, perhaps to be of 
doubtful application so far as the existing rule is concerned. In this it 
appears we were mistaken, and, therefore, the case seems to be an 
authority on the existing rule, but we cannot look upon it as a 
satisfactory authority. We understand that besides the decision of 
Kay, J., mentioned by our correspondent, there is a recent decision of 
the Queen’s Bench Division on the same subject, which, however, is not 
yet reported. We anticipate with some interest the reports of these 
decisions, for it seems to us that there is great difficulty 
words of the rules relating to motions for new trials to the case of reports 
of referees. For instance, from when is the to run? Av,sain, 
the concluding words of the 34th rule, with regard to the power oi 
court to vary the report, apply to references under section 57, are apphea 
tions to vary the report subject to the same rule as to the time within 
which they must be made as applications to remit the matter to the 
referee? The matter ought to be provided for by the new rules. It 
does not seem to us that there is much sense in importing the rule with 
regard to motions for a new trial into the practice with regard to references 
toreferees. The circumstances are different in many respects.—Eb. 3. J.] 
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Justice Lindley, Mr. Baron Pollook, : 
Manisty, and Mr. Justice Fry. Their lordshipe had not concladed their 
labours when they rose, and it was arranged that the next meeting should 
take place on the llth of January next, 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Leasenotp Interest or BankrvetT—Discuatmer By TrusTeR—Lease 
DETERMINED BEFORE ExrcuTion oF Disccaimer — Banxrurtcy Act, 
1869, s. 23.—In a case of Ex parte Dyke, before the Court of Appeal on the 
15th inst., the question arose whether the trustee in a bankruptcy can disclaim 
a lease of the bankrupt when the term has come to an end by efflaxion of time 
or by forfeiture before the execution of the disclaimer. A farmer cccupied a 
farm under a lease dated the 4th of October, 1873, for a term of twenty-one 
years from the 25th of Merch, 1873, at an annual rent of £750, payable 
half-yearly on the 24th of March and the 29th of September. Tbe lease contained 
covenants by the lesses to répair ; to give up the premises at the expiration or 
sooner determination @f the term in good repair ; to stack on the farm yearly 
during the continuance of the demise the corn and hay grown thereon ; to 
consume such of the hay and straw, &c,, raised thereon as should not have 
been sold ; to spread the manure proceeding therefrom on the farm (except 
that made in the last year of the term, which might be left, and for the labour 
on which the lessee was to be paid by valuation.) The lessor covenanted that 
the lessee should be at liberty to sell from time to time and to remove from the 
farm any ofthe hay, straw, &c., grown thereon, on his consuming on the farm 
in each year with cattle and sheep tweaty tons of linseed cake. Toe lessor 
also covenanted to permit the lessee to erect cotteges for labourers on the 
farm, and, at the end or sooner determination of the term, to pay the lessee, 
according to a valuation, for such cottages (not exceeding six in number) as 
might have been built ; and also to pay the lessee for all the hay and straw 
grown in the last year of the term (which was to be left for the incoming 
tenant) at a “feed price,” and for all labour on the fallows and on maoures 
curing the Jast year, and forall purchased manures (except any unreasonably 
or unnecessarily purchased) which should be bronght on the farm during the 
last year, and from which no benefit should have been derived, and for all seeds 
sown seasonably, and also for the hop-poles on twelve acres of hops covenanted 
to be left by the lessee, and to permit the lessee to havethe use of the barns 
and yards on-the farm until] May 1 nest after the expiration or sooner determii- 
ation of the term. The lease contained a proviso for re-entry by the lessor and 
expulsion of the lessee by him in case the rent should bein atrear for twen’y- 
one days, or in case of breach of any of the lessee’s covenants, or in case the 
lessee should by his own act, default, or  ameray a whether voluntary or 
not, or by act of law, or by virtue of cr under any Act of Parliament, or by or 
through all or any such means, lose, be deprived of, or cease to be entitled to 
the actual possession of the farm or any part thereof, or the term thereby 
granted, either wholly or in part, without the consent of the lessor in writing 
first obtained. And there was also a proviso that nothing therein contained 
should prejudice the right of the lessor to proceed for the recovery of the rent 
when in arrear, either by distress or otherwise. In 1874 the lessee erected 
three cottages on the farm. On September 5, 1881, be filed a liquidation 
petition. Atthis time, the payments of rent due on September 29, 1880, and 
March 24, 1881, were in arrear. On September 13, 1881, the lessor distrained 
for these two half-years’ rent. Ono September 22 the first meeting of the 
creditors under the petition was held, and was adjourned till October 13. On 
September 23 a receiver was appointed under the petition, and took posse:sion 
of the debtor’s property. On the 10:h of October he paid out the distress. At 
the adjourned meeting of the creditors, on the 13th of October, trustees of the 
debtor's pores were appointed, and possession of the farm was then handed 
over to them by the receiver. On the 14th of October, the lessor commenced 
an action against the trustees to recover possession of the farm pursuant to 
the provisions contained in the lease, On the 27th of October the trustees 
entered an appearance in the action, but no farther proceedings were taken in 
it. On the 25th of October the lessor distrained on the ferm for the ba'f- 
year’s rent due on the 29th of September. On the 27th of October the trus- 
tees, under an order of the court, paid the amount of the distress into court, 
and the distress was then withdrawo. On the 14th of November the trustees 
obtained from the court leave to disclaim the lease, on paying the lessor £49 
for rent from the 5th to the 29th of September. The trustees on the same 
day tendered the £49 to the lessor (which he declined to receive), and they 
executed a disclaimer and withdrew from the possession of the farm; and the 
lessor took possession on the 21st of November. At this time there was on the 
farm a quantity of hay and straw of that year’s growth. “The trustees claimed 
to be pe for this by the landlord at market prices, and to be paid by him for 
the ur, manure, seeds, &c., employed in the last year. The trustees had 
sold the hop-poles on the twelve acres of hops, aod the landlord kad bought 
them at the auction and had paid for them. He claimed t» recover this sum 
from the trustees. He also claimed to retain the hay and straw without pay- 
ing anything for them, and he claimed damages for breaches of covenant 
committed by the tenant before the filing of the petition, and to set off those 
damages against eny thing which he might beordered to pay tothe tenant. Bacon, 
C.J,, held (30 W. R. 952) that, by section 34 of the kruptey Act, 1869, 
the lessor was prevented from distraining after the commencement of the liqui- 
dation (i.c., the 5th of September, 1881) for more than a year’s rent, and that, 
consequently, he was not entitled to the money paid into court, And his 
lordship that the disclaimer baving, by section 23, the effect of a surren- 
der of the lease on the 18th of October, the day of the appointment of the 
trustees, the covenants on cither side which were to come into operation on the 
expiration or sooner determination of the term bad come to an end with the 
lease. nently the trustees were entitled to retain the money paid by the 
lessor for the hop-poles, and to be paid by him for the hay and straw at the 
market , and the lessor was not liable to pay for the labour, manure, est 





nor for the eottages, but he was not entitled to claim sny damages for breach 
covenant. On the appeal it was urged that, since the Law Procedure 
Act, 1852, the issuing of a writ in an action of ejectment by a landlord » his 


tenant for 2 forf¢iture has the same effect as the consent rule in the old action of 


ejretment (which admitted entry), and pute an end to thelesse, Consequently, 





in the present case the lease was put an end to by the issue of the writ on the 
14th of October, and there was then nothing for the trustees to disclaim. T 

Court (Jesset, M.R., and Corros and Bowen, 1..JJ.) sffirmed the decision 
of Bacon, C.J. Jessen, M.R., said that the first point was whether the 
landlord was entitled to distrain for the third half-year’s rent. His lordship 
thought that this point was completely covered by section 34. That section 
limited the landlord’s rigLt to distra'n to one year's reut, and that rent to 
had got in the present case. Therefore, the decis‘on of the Chief Judge on 
this point was clearly right. The next as, t of the 

jon of ejectment by the lessor he trustees bad the effect 
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trastees for one day before the bringing of the action, and they afterwards 
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that effect or not was immaterial, 


disclaimed it, His lordship did not intend to confine what he was saying to 
cases in which the lease had actually vested in the trustee on his appoint- 
ment, It was not necessary 10 decide that the result would not be the eame 
if the lease had expired before the trastee was appointed. In euch a case 
the trustee, by reason of the relation back of his title to the commencement 
of the bankruptcy, might incur 8 Vability under the leace. But, in the 
present case, the lease actually vested in the trastees, It was decided by the 
Court of Appeal in Ex parte Paterson (27 W. R. 928, L. R. 11 Ch, D. 908), 
that the trustee conld execute a disclaimer even afer the lease had to an 
end by efila ime. In the present case the tru-tees had disclaimed, and 
in BY parte Gtegg (30 W. W. 144, L. BR. 19 Ch, D. 7) this court held that the 
effect of the disclaimer was to. put an end to the lease altogether, not _merely 
to the term. It deprived both landlord and tenant of the benefits given to 
them by the lease. The landlord wes ceprived of the benefit of all the 
covenants which were to come into operation at the expiration or sooner 
determination of the term, and, therefore, of the right to buy the hay and straw 
at feed prices ; and the tenant was deprived of the right to be paid for the 
cottages and the tillages. And for any injary resulting from breach of covenant 
by the tenant, or from the disclaimer, the remedy of the landlord was to prove 
in the liquidation, There cou!d be no set-off. Corron, L.J., sail that, however 
startling the conclusion might be, Ez parte Paterson was a dc cision that.the trus- 
tee could disclaim a lease which had-determined before the execution of the di-- 
claimer. And, independently of that decision, his lordship thonght that euc’i a 
case fell within the words of that extraordinary section (23), which provided thst 
a number of things which did not in fact exist should be imagined to have . 
existed. The disclaimer was to have the effect of a surrender of the lease 
on the date of the appointment cf the trustee. The object was to.protect 
the trustee from personal liability under the lease, and to protect the gank- 
rupt’s estate from liability to indemnify the trustee. Bowen, L.J., said that 
the question as to the effect of the issue of the writ in the action was one o 
great importance, but, as it wasimma’eril in the present case, it was better 
not to decide it, He agreed with the Master of the Rolls that it was not 
necessary to decide that, even if nothing had ve-ted in the trastee on his 
appointment, the disclaimer would not be effectual, for in the present case 
something did vest in the trustee. Then section 23 said that, on the execu- 
tion of the disclaimer, the lease should be deemed to have been surrendered 
(not forfeited) at the date mentioned. From this extraordinary enactment all 
the other consequences appeared to follow by a stern logic, and if a new 
Bankruptcy Act was in contemplation, it would be well that the attention of 
the Legislature should be called to this provision. The effect was that, after 
the disclaimer, neither party to the lease could claim the benefit of those pro- 
visions in it which were to come ‘nto operation only on the expiration or 
sooner determination of the term. 

Leave to appeal to the House of Lords was asked for and refased,—So.i- 
crtors, Meynell & Pemberton ; Makinson § Carpenter, | 
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Costs—Hicuer AnD Lower Scate—Action oF Evectuent—Fravp— 
Discretion or JuDGE—APPEAL—AppITIONAL RuLes, Auaust, 1875, oRD. 
6, rk. 1,3.—In a case of In re Terrell, before the Court of Appeal on the 
18th inst., the question arose whether the plaintiffs’ costs of an action of 
ejectment ought to be taxed on the higher or the lower scale, Rule 1 of 
order 6 “of the Additional Rules of August, 1875, provides that solicitors 
shall be entitled to orsts on the lower scale (infer alia) *' in all actions to which 
any of the forms of indorsement of claim on writs of summons in sections 
2,4, and 7, in Part 2 of Appendix A., referred to in the 8rd role of order 
8 in the schedule to the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1875, or other 
similar forms, are applicable (except as after provided in actions for injunc- 
tions).”’ And by rule 3 of order 6, ‘‘ Notwithstanding these rules, the court 
or judge may, in any case, direct the fees set forth in either of the said two 
columns [7.¢., the higher or lower ole) to be allowed te all oreither or any of 
the particr, and as to all or any part of the costs.” Among the actions mene 
tioned in section 4, in Part 2 of Appendix A. to the Rules of 1875, is an 
action to recover possession of land, In the present case an action to recover 
posession of land was brought in the Chancery Division. The plaintiff 
alleged fraud, The action was never brought to trial, but was, by arrange- 
ment, dismissed without costs. The taxing master taxed the costs of the plain- 
tiffs’ solicitor on the lower scale. The solicitor claimed to have them taxed 
on the higher sca'e, on the nd that the action, inasmuch as frand was 
charged, was properly brought in the Chancery Division, and that before the 
Judicatere Act a suit would properly have been brought in the Court of 
Chancery, Hoon, V.C., refused to disturb the taxation, and his decision 
was affirmed by the Court of Anges (Corron and Bowen, L.JJ.), ' 
L.J., said that the action wes clearly one of those referred toin ru 
which the lower ecale of costs applied. It was said that it did not 
frand was involved, but that distinction was not sound. Then it was 
the Vice-Chancellor onght to have exercised the discretion 
by rule 3 in favour of the plaintiff’ solicitor. In his lordsbip’s 
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exercise of this discretion could be iprenled from, but the Court of Apprel 
‘ought not to interfere unless there had been some manifest error or sl'p on 
the part of the judge, if the judge had really exercised the discretion. If he 
had exercised it 02 a wrong principle, that would not be an exercise of the 
discretion given to him bf the rule. Ia the present case his lordship thought 
that the Vice-Chancellor had not arrived at an erroneons conclusion. It could 
not ke laid down as a general rule that costs ovght to be taxed on the higher 
scale whenever before the Judicature Act the suit would properly have been 
brought in the Court of Chancery. In osder to justify the allowance of 
costs on the higher seale it onght to be shown that there was something special 
—such as expenditure of tims, skill, or experience by the solicitor as would 
entitle him to remuneration on the higher scale. No such special circum- 
stances had been shown to exist in the present case. Bowzn, L.J., agreed 
that the Court of Appeal had jarisdiction to entertain an appeal in sach a 
case, but that it would not interfere unless the judge’s exercise of discretion 
was manifestly wrong, or be had acted on a wrong principle, or where it was 
manifestly jast that the Court of Appeal should interfere. In the present 
case the action was clearly witbin rule 1, and bis lordship could not think 
that the Vice-Chancellor did not exercise his discretion.. He could not see 
that the Vice-Chancellor had exercised the discretion wrongly, or that there 
was anything in the case which could entitle the solicitor to costs on the higher 
scale. It was a mere action of ejectment, and there was no reason why ques- 
tions of fraud should not be tried in the common law division, or that an issue 
of fraud shc ald of itself entitle the solicitor to costs on the Ligher scale. The 
rales were intended to apply to chancery actions as well 2s to common 
law actions, and his lordship had long thought that it was very undesirable 
that there should be two systems of applying the rules in the two divisions. 
The circumstance that equitable principles were involved ought not to be 
prima facie a reason for giving costs on the higher scale. There must be 
something special to show that the amoont of labour or skill employed by 
the solicitor would be ill remunerated by costs on the lower, scale, —Soxict- 
tors, Terrell § Harrison ; Donnithorne §& Ewer. ee. 





Luurep CompaNy—ALteraTion oF MemoraNpuM OF ASSOCIATION BY 
Artictes—Payment or Divipenp out or Carirat—Companzes Act, 
1862, ss. 8, 2.—In a case of Guinness v. The Land Corporation of Ireland 
(Limited), before the Court of Appeal on the 11th inst., a question arose as to 
the power of a limited company to provide by its articles of association for 
the payment of dividends out of capital, no such provision having been con- 
tained in the memorandum of association. By the memorandum of association 
the objects for which the company was established were stated to be the 
purchasing and leasing of lands in Ireland, and the reclamation and improve- 
ment of such lands by drainage and other means, and generally the carrying 
on of a land and financial company in all its branches; and the nominal 
capital of the company was stated to be £1,050,000, divided into 140,000 A. 
shares of £5 each, and £3,500 B. shares of £100 each. By clause 8 of the 
articles of association it was provided that the capital sebhecdl by the issue 
of B, shares was to be, ‘in the frst place, a fund out of which the preliminary 
expenses of tte company were to be furnished, and, subject to such payment, 
the capital was to be invested in approved securities, and form a trust fund, 
of which the income, and, if and so fer as might be necessary from time to 
time, the proceeds of sale of the capital or any pe thereof, were to be applied 
in securing and making good to the holders of the A. sliares a preferential 
dividend of £5 per cent. per annum on the amounts for the time being paid 
vp in respect of the A. shares, and, subject thereto, the income of the trust 
fund was firstto be applied in or towards replacing any capital previously 
sold ; and, secondly, the same, or the balance thereof, was to be distributed 
among the B. shareholders rateably, and, in the event of a winding up of the 
company (-ubject to the liability to pay debts of the company), to be held 
upon trust, as $> agit as well as income, for the holders of the B. shares 
rateably and exclusively, and the trust fand, or the income thereof, was in no 
case to be usd as working capital of the company. The action was brought 
bya holder of B, shares, on behalf of himself and all other the holders 
of B. shares, except the defendants, against the company and its directors, 
and a representative of the A. shareholders, to restrain the company and the 
directors from paying the capital produced by the issue of B. shares in the 
manner provided by clause 8 of the articles, and from doing any act to 
appropriate the Capital produced by the issue of B, shares to objects other 
than those described in the memorandum. Chitty, J., held that the proposed 
application of the B. capital was wlérd vires, and he granted the injunction. 
This decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (Corron and Bows, L.JJ.). 
Corron, L.J., said that the main object of the company, as stated in the 
memorandum of association, was the acquiring and cultivating land in Ire- 
land, Both the A. and the B. shares were referred t> gtpersily as ‘capital ” 
of the company. No distinction was made between them in this respect. 
In his lordship's opinion the proposed application of capital was not incidental 
or conducive to the objects of the company. The object was to induce share- 
holders to join the company. No doubt directors ought to have a large dis- 
cretion in carrying on the business of the company, But this was not to carry 
on the business, but to induce persons to enter into the company. The question 
was whether it was ulird vires, The memorandum of aseociation was essential | 
to the incorporation of a company under the Companies Act, and section 12 of 
the Act said that (with certain exceptions which were immaterial for the 
iresent purpose) no alteration should be made in the conditions contained in 
the memorandum. The memorandum was the charter of incorporation of the 
com vf which could not be altered, excépt in the particulars mentioned in. 
section 12. The memorandum was, in the case of a limited y, to state 
the objects of capital. 


the compan 
Toa “etn a company and the amount of th» 


rovided t, in the event of the company being 
wound up, no mem ald be liable to contribute to the assets beyond the 
on his That showed that the capital was to be the 


winding up, and it followed that what had been paid by a member as capital 
could not be returned to him, and that which was 
randum as the capital could not be diverted from the objects of the 
so as to take it away from the fund to which the creditors had a rig 
as that by means of which they were to be paid. In his lordship's opi 
articles of association could not alter the memorandum in the way which had 
been attempted in the present case. pg to the provision in the articles 
the whole of the capital of the B. shores wight in paying dividends on 

A. shares. The A. shareholders might a, without ay exerole of liscretio 
by the directors, a dividend of five per cen$. In his he org opinion the 
plaintiff was entitled to the Gime oo @ ground slause § of the 
articles was a contradiction of the a nm in one of the matters which 
the Act required to be stated in it, and was, therefore, ulfra vires. Bowen, 
L.J., said that he bad arrived at the same conclusion without any donbt. 
Section 12 of the Act prevented a company from making any slferatisns jo 
the conditions contained in the memorandum of on. There was a 
significant distinction between the memorandum and the articles. A company 
registered under the Act of 1862 could obtain vitality only by onaitite 
with the conditions contained in that Act. It had no powers outside those 
provisions. section 8 a limited company wes required to state in its 
memorandum the objects of the company, and the amount of its capital. 
In the case of an unlimited company, the Legislature only insisted on the 
statement in the memorandum of the objects of the company, it was not 
necessary to state the amount of the capital. Section 38 made it pea 
beyond donbt what the reason for this distinction was, The capital of the 
company was the fund for carrying on the business of the com 2g, sad sige 
the fund from which the creditors might expect the payment of the debts of 
the company in the event of a winding up. A limited eae & was abso- 
lutely concluded from diverting any part of its capital to any objects which 
were not stated io the memorandum. This resulted from the location in 
it of the statement of the objects and thé amount of the capital, as natarally 
as fire yesulted from the striking of two flints together. All the other pro- 
visions of the Act were based on the sssumption that the capital could not 
be applied to any other objects than those stated in the memorandam. No 
doubt in a number of cases the court had declined fo prevent companies from 
applying their capital to purposes not expressly mentioned fn the memo- 
randum, but in all those cases the purposes were strictly incidental to the 
business of the company which was stated in the memorandum. is view 
of the Act was adopted by the Court of Appeal in In re Dronfield Silkstone 
Coal Company (29 W. R. 768, L. B. 17 Cb. D, 76). There was this 
essential difference between the memorandum and the articles—the memo- 
randum contained the essential conditions on which alone the company was 
allowed to be incorporated ; the articles ined the internal regulations of 
the company. If the Legislature had said that one instrument was to be 
dominant, you could not look to another instrament to construe it. That 
which was proposed in the present case amounted to a withdrawal of capital 
from the objects for which the company wes incorporated, and it could not 
be done without flying im the face of the Act. The object was not to carry 
on the bnsiness of the any, but to offer an inducement to persons to find 
the money ni to form the company.. It was not to do anything 
incidental or conducive to the carrying on of the business of the company. 
There must be some limit to the power of the directors to expend the moneys 
of the company ia attracting shareholders. His lordship would not say that 
in po case it would be justifiable to apply capital in paying dividend, but no 
such case was present to his mind, except the very unlikely one of the memo- 
randum expressly providing that it might be done.—Soxicrrors, Freshfelds $ 
Williams ; Young, Jones, Roberts, & Hale. 





Company—D1irectors—PowerR oF Removat—Compantes Act, 1862, s. 
50—Tasie A., cLausE 65.—In a case of The Imperial Hydropathie Hotel 
Company v. Hampson, before the Court of Appeal on the 15th inst., the 
question srose whether a company formed under the Companies Act, 1862, 
has power to remove its directors by a special resolution of the shareholders 
when no power to do ba bax tongs ia the —. of — = 
articles of association of the plaintiff company co no such power, an 
by them the provisions of table A., in the schedule to the Companies Act, 
1862, were excluded. Clause 65 in that table provides that “the company, 
in general meeting, may, by a special resolution, remove =f director before 
the expiration of his period of office.” The court (Jessex, M.R., and Corrox 
and Bowen, L.JJ.) held that there was no inherent power of Tell 
directors, and that the directors could not be removed aon Ww as 
resolution. The only = to A she beowys was to alter peo by 
means of a special resolution, by inserting ia them a general power to remove 
directors, and then to exercise that power ia the mode prescribed by the 

: i to the individuals whom it was desired to 
tchard, Englefield, $ Co. ; T. Crowther. 
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Aprgat—Sscurity ror Costs—Orp. 58, R. 15.—In a case of BM v 
James, on the 16th inst., an a tion was made by the defendant the 
pants might be ordered to give security for the Oo an 
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L.JJ.) xed the seourity at $150, Corroy, L.J., said that a 
luxury, but, at the same time, such an amount poe ee Pet 
requ a wold practical prohibit an appeal altogether. The 
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was not intended that the amount to be deposited should rezessarily cover the 
whole of the respordent’s costs, Bowen, L.J., concurred, 


Comeany—Winpinc vp—Sotvent CompaAny—Non-paymeNT OF Dest 
on Demanp—ComPaniEs Act, 1862, ss. 79, 80.—In a case of Inre The Imperial 
Hydropathie Hotel Company, before the Court of Appeal on the 13th inst., 
the question was raised whether an order could be made to wind up a company 
which was not insolvent, Section 79 of the Companies Act, 1862, provides 
that a company may be wound up whenever it is unable to pay its debts; 
and section 80 enacts that a company “‘shall be deemed to be unable to pay 
its debts” a a creditor, ina sum be opr pct arto on wr 
com a deman uiring payment, and the company has for the space o 
= so pe saplestol 5s pay the sum due, or give security for it. In the 
present case the petitioner had lent the company £500, of which he required 
payment by serving a statutory notice on the company on the 27th of 
October, 1881." The money was not paid, and in May and June, 1882, some 
correspondence took place between the petitioner and the secretary of the 
company, who denied that the company was liable. The petition was pre- 
sented in the Lancaster Chancery Court on the 24th of July, 1882. Bristowe, 
V.C., held that, as the petitioner had waited so long after serving his 
statutory notice, he could no longer use it as the foundation of a winding-up 
petition, and dismissed the petition. On the hearing of the appeal the 
company resisted the petition upon the ground that the debt was a disputed 
one. In March, 1881, the company had by special resolution changed its 
name, and had admitted a new class of shareholders, but it still remained 
the same company. The secretary, in his letters to the petitioner, had 
resisted payment only upon the ground that the money was due to him by 
the old company. The company was not, in fact, insolvent, having a 
balance of £2,394 at its bankers, and a large amount of capital uncalled, 
The Court of Ap (Jesser, M.R., and Corton and Bowen, L.JJ.) 
reversed the decision of the Vice-Chancellor. Jzssext, M.R., said that there 
was no real defence to the debt, and the question was whether, under the 
circumstances of the case, the company not being really insolvent, the 
petitioner was justified in resorting to a winding-up petition. Here the 
compary had no reasonable excuse for not paying. If the debt were bond fide 
disputed, a winding-up petition was not the way to enforce it, but the present 
petitioner might very reasonably think that he was being trifled with. 
Therefore, as a means of enforcing payment, he was entitled to succeed upon 
his petition. His lordship could not concur in the Vice-Chancellor’s view that 
the petitioner had waived his statutory demand, served in October, by not 
—— his petition till July in the following year. A creditor was not 

d A ages his petition as soon as the three weeks had expired ; indeed, 
it was only to give the company some little time. It was said 
that, because the petitioner had received interest upon his debt in the mean- 
time, he had waived his demand ; but that was quite an untenable proposi- 
tion. As the company was not insolvent, the proper order would be to order 
them to pay the £500 within « month, with the costs of the petition; and, if 
the money was not paid, then, to order the company to be wound up. 
Corron L.J., and Bowen, L.J., concurred.—Soxictrors, Pritchard, Englefield, 
§ Co,; T. Crowther. 





PARLIAMENTARY ReGisTRATION—HovusEHOLD AND LopcER FraxcHisE— 
Boroven Vorz—Part or House—Vacant Room—30 & 31 Vicr, c. 102, 
ss. 3,61—41 & 42 Vicr. c. 26, s, 5.—In a case of Anchetili v. Baylis, 
before the Court of Appeal at Westminster on the 15th inst., the question was 
whether, where a w house is let to several tenants, and before the expira- 
tion of the year one of them gives up possession of his room te the landlord, 
who endeavours to relet the room, this has the effect of taking away the 

malification for the franchise of the other tenants es “ inhabitant occupiers.” 
claimant had been, for a period sufficient to qualify him as an 
inhabitant occupier,” the tenant of a room in a house in the borough of 
Chelees, which room he had furnished and occupied as his residence. The 
other rooms in the house were occupied by other tenants io a similar manner, 
each tenant bad a key of his room, and also of the front door. During 
qualifying period one of the tenants put an end to his tenancy, and 
p his keys to the landlord, who endeavoured to relet the room. 
id not, however, during any part of the qualifying period 
avy part of it, either by himself or his servant, nor 
over it, except such control, if any, as might by 
reason of the vacation of the room end delivery 
as aforesaid. In these circumstances, the revising 
barrister retained i Naar yak emg va pir : occupiers, and his deci- 
sion was affirmed Coleridga, C.J., an and Stephen, JJ, From 
that decision the present was bri t. The respondent based bis case 
on 
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dictum of Brett, L.J., in Bradley v. Baylis (30 W. R. 823, L. R. 8 
. D. 195), to the effect that, in cireumstances similar to the present, if 

one of the lodgers leaves, and the owner thereupon resumes the 
control f part, immediately by that act of his thore 
pocrte left in the house, who were householders, become lodgers, 
he court (Baccattay, L.J., Sir James Hannen, and Linprey, L.J.) dise 
minsed the appeal. Bagcariar, L.J., was of opinion that the other tenants 
of rooms were not affected by the fact that one of the occupying tenants had 
ven up his room. The outgoing tenact hended over the keys to the land- 
, aud to that extent it might be said the landlord obtained control over a 
of the premises Se en es petas cones ie i cele eae 
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dictum of Brett, L.J., was by way of ill and by the landlord’s 
a control over previously let, the Lord Justice must have 
Be to s complete control, and that tLe landlord continued to reside there. 
Sir Jams Hawnen said there was grest difficulty in defining a lodger as dis- 
tinguished from an occupier. Probably the fact which bad most weight was 
whether the landlord was residing in the house or not, for then he usually 
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intends to exercise a general control over the house, to which the tenants sub- 
mit. On the other hand, where a non-resident landlord lets out part of the 
house, the general relation which arises is independent of the rights of the 
tenant as against the landlord. The fact of the lundlord’s residing is not, 
however, conclusive, but depends on the character of the house. Thus, in the 
case of flats, although the landlord may be in the house either hi , or by 
his agent, there is a separate occupation by the several inmates. The general 
principle is that, whatever is the relation created in the beginning between 
landlord and tenant, that continues unless there is something from which it is 
to be inferred that, the tenant has agreed or submitted to ac in the con- 
dition of things. In the case in question his lordship was of opinion that the 
tenants having come in as occupiers, the fact that one room became vacant dil 
not make any difference. Linpuey, L.J., said the idea of a lodger implies 
eome relation with the — with whom he lodges, and he was unable to 
see how the tenant could be changed into a lodger without his consent. It is 
more easy to destroy than to create that relation, He was of opinion Brett, 
L.J., would not, in the present case, have said the occupier had ceased to be 
such. The appeal should, therefore, be dismissed.—Souicrrors, Lee § 
Pemberton ; Robert Pearce, 





CarrieR—NeEGLIGENCE—TemPporaRyY Loss or Goops—CoNnsStQUuENTIAL 
Damaces—Carriers Act (11 Geo. 4 & 1 Witt. 4, c. 68, s. 1. —In a 
case of Millen vy. Brasch, decided by the Court of Appeal at Westminster on 
the 20th inst., the questions arose (1) as to whether a carrier is deprived of 
the protection of section 1 of the Carriers Act where goods above the valu: 
of £10 are lost, but the loss is merely temporary ; and (2) whether, where the 
goods have been replaced at enhanced prices, the carrier is liable for the over- 
plus. It appeared that a trunk containing silk dresses above the value of £10, 
but the value of which was not declared, was delivered to the defendants to 
carry from London to Rome, The trunk was to be sent by rail from London 
to Liverpool, and thence conveyed by steamer to Italy. Owing to the negli- 
gence of the defendants the trunk was sent to the Victoria Docks and put on 
board a vessel bound for New York, where it duly arrived, A long delay 
necessarily ensued before the trunk was delivered to the plaint‘ff, who had in 
the meantime purchased at Rome articles similar to those lost, for which he 
was obliged. to pay an enhanced price. He thereupon brought an action 
against the defendants in respect of the delay, and claimed to recover the value 
of the goods and £10 in respect of the enhanced prices he had paid to replace 
them. Lopes, J. (L.R. 8 Q. B. D. 37), held that section 1 of the Carriers 
Act protected the carrier whether the loss of the goods was permanent or 
temporary ; and, secondly, that the plaiotiff was entitled to recover the £10 
claimed for the repurchase of the goods at enhanced pzices, irrespective of 
the Carriers Act, as being damages consequential upon the loss and being not 
too remote, since they arose out of a reasonable and necessary act on the part 
of the plaintiff. The case was argued some weeks ago before the Court of 
Ap (BaaGattay, Brett, and Linney, L.JJ.), when their lordships took 
time to consider their judgment, The written judgment of the court allowing 
the appeal was read by Linptey, LJ, The judgment was to the effect 
that the substantial question was as to the liability of the defendants to pay 
damages for the loss or detention of the silks, the value of which was not 
declared, Lopes, J., bad acted on what he understood to be the law aa laid 
down in Hearn v. The London and South-Western Railway Company (10 Ex. 
793). The point, howerer, really decided in that case was that where goods, 
the value of which onght to be, but is not, declared, are detained by a carrier, 


but sre not lost by him, he is liable for such detention. In the present case - 


the learned judge bad found that the goods were lost within the meaning of 
the Carriers Act, although the loss was only temporary ; and if that was 
correct, it was impossible to hold the carriers free from responsibility for the 
loss but responsible for detention caused by the loss. There was nothing in 
the Act or in Hearn’s case to warrant such a refingment. In cage of a teu- 
pony loss, such as the present, to say that the carrier was not liable for the 
oss, but that he was liable for the consequences, was inconsistent and would 
render the Act inoperative. If, therefore, goods, the value of which was not 
declared, were lost—temporarily or permavently—the carrier was protected 
from liability for their loss and its consequences. Whether they were tem- 
porarily lost depended on whether they were lost by the carrier as distinguished 
from being lost to the owner—a question depending on the circumstances of 
each particular case. To hold the carrier liable when goods were temporarily 
lost, but not liable when they were permanently lost, would be to make it to 
the interest of the carrier to convert a temporary into a permanent loss. 
Lopes, J., was right in holding that there was a temporary loss of the truck, 
and the defendants were, therefore, not liable for the detention of, or injury 
to, its contents, There must, therefore, be judgment for the defendants, wit) 
costs.—Soxicitors, Bristows § Carpmael ; Goldberg & Langdon, 


Paractice—TaxaTion or Costs—Review or Certiricats—ADDITIONAL 
Routes or Court (Avcust, 1875), orp. 6, ner. 30—32,—In a case of 
Charlton v. Charlton, before Fry, J., on the 18th inst., a question arose as to 
the proper mode of proceeding to obtain a review of a taxation of cost. 
The action was-brought by some of the beneficiaries under a will against the 
trustees, to administer the testator’s estate. The widow of the testator, who 
was tenant for life under the will, and who claimed @ large sum as due to her 
in respect of her life estate, was not a party to the action, but she obtained 
liberty to attend the proceedings. She afterwards died, and after her death, 
but before administration bad been taken out to ber estate, an order was made 
for the texation of the costs of the plaintiffs’ solicitors and payment of the 
taxed costs out of a fund in court to the credit of the action, Under this 
order the costs were taxed, and the taxed umount was paid out to the solicitors. 
After this had been done administration was taken out to the widow, and the 


administratrix then moved to review the taxation, Fry, J., was dis to | 
thiok that there was ground for reviewing the taxation, but he held that this 
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was not the proper mode of proceeding. The applicant ought to have applied 
to set aside the order for taxation and payment, as having been made in the 
absence of cne of the parties interested in the faod.—Soticirors, H. W, 
Chatterton ; Jackson & Evans, sj 


—_. 


InFANCY—INFANT DOMICILED ApRoAD—LitiGation In Foreign Court— 
AppoInTMENT oF GuarpIAN.—In the case of Inre C. M. Ribdoldi, before 
Chitty, J.,on the 20th iost., an application was made to the court for the 
appointment of a guardian to the person and estate of Miss Riboldi, an infant, 
residing in France. It appeared that Miss Riboldi’s mother was an English- 
woman, and ber father held a situation in the English Custom House, but it 
was not known for certain whe:her he was English. Miss Riboldi was adopted 
by a Frenchman, who died aod bequeathed her a fortune of not less than 
£120,000, part of the testator’s assets being in this country. An action 
between the testatr’s relations had been commenced in France and was 
coming on for trial in the French courts on the 5th of January next, and it was 
alleged that parties to the action had, with the object of preventing her 
interests being properly represented, circulated reports that Miss Riboldi, who 
was an inmate of a convent in France, and cut off from communication, had 
died, His lordship, after being referred to the decision of Lord Cranworth, 
C.,in Hope v. Hope (4D. M. & G. 328), made the order asked for, and 
appointed a person named.—Soricitors, @. S. ¢ H. Brandon, 





Lecacy—ADEMPTION—TESTATOR sUBSEQUENTLY FOUND LunatTic—SaLe 
BY OrpeR or Court.—lIn the case of Freer v. Freer, before Chitty, J., 
oa the 18th inst., a question was raised whether a specific legacy of Grand 
Tronk Railway of Canada stock, bequeathed by a testator who, subsequently 
to the date of bis will, had been found lunatic by icquisition, was adeemed by 
asale of the stock made in pursuance of an order in lunacy. Curry, J., 
after referring to Jones v. Green (L. R. 5 Eq. 555), held that the legacy had 
been adeemed.—Soxtcitors, Snow & Bloxam, for R. Armishaw, Rugeley ; 
J.J. § C. J. Allen, 








_Jevementary Epocation Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vicr. c. 79), 8s. 5, 11, 48 
A-ATTENDANCE ORDER—CHILD PROHIBITED FROM BEING TAKEN INTO FuLt- 
/ vue Emptorment.—In the case of Winyard v. Tvogood, heard on the 19th 
inst. in the Queen’s Bench Division, a metropolitan po'ice magistrate stated a 
case for the opinion of the court upon the following question :—Whether under 
enb-section 1 of section 11 of the Elementary Education Act, 1876, the 
School Board can obtain an attendance order in respect of two children, one of 
the age of nine years and the other of the age of thirteen years, whosa parent 
habitually and without reasonable excuse hai neglected to provide efficient 
elementary instruction for them, such children being prohibited from being 
taken into employment at all. The magistrate refused to make the attend- 
ance order, holding himself bound by the case of Saunders v, Crawford 
(L, R. 9 Q. B. D. 612). Section 5 of the Education Act, 1876, says that a 
person shall not take into his employment sny child who is under the age of 
ten years ; or who, being of the age of ten years or upwards, has not 
obtained a certificate of a or of previous attendance at school, or 
noless he is employed and is attending school under the Factory Acts. 
Factory children between the ages of ten and fourteen years may be taken into 
\, half-time employment. By section 11, sub-section 1, if the parent of any 
\child above the age of five years, who is prohibited from being taken into 
all-time employment, habitually and without reasonable excuse neglects to 
ide efficient elementary iostraction for his child, a court of summary 
jovidiction may make an order that the child do attend school. By section 48 a 
chilg means one between the ages of five and fourteen years. The court (Lord 
Coxgriper, C.J., Freno, Hawkins, Steraen, and Watain WIitL1aMs, JJ.) 
hei@ that the case of Saunders v. Crawford was wrongly decidei and must be 
oyefraled, and that the magistrate had power in a case under section 11, sub- 
eagtion 1, to make an attendance order upon the parent of a child who is 
/eetween the age of five and fourteen years, and is prohibited from being taken 
/ foto aero at all, a probibition against full-time employment, including 
a prohibition against any employment at all.—Soxicirors, Gedge, Kirby, 
Millett, &: Morse ; Solicitor to t 
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Treasury, 


Vexatious Inoicrments Act, 1867 (30 & 41 Vicr. oc. 35), 8. 1—ADDING 
Counts To InpictmEnT—CoNsENT OF THE CourT,—In the case of Reg. v. 
Bradlaugh, before the Queen's Bench Division on the 16h inst., a question 
aroce under the Vexatious Indictments Act, 1867. The defendant was 
charged at the Mansion House, b-fore the Lord Mayor, with publishing certain 
blasphemous libe!s on Marc 26, 1882, and subsequent dates. In certain 
particulars us to the dates of the publications charged, furnished by the 
prosecution to the defendant, the date of January 29 was included. On the 
defendant's objection that this date was not in the summons, this date was 
expressly withdrawn, The defendant having been committed for trial at the 
Central Criminal Court, the recorder, on an ex parte application, under 
rection 1 of the Vexatious Indictments Act, 1867, gave leave to the prosecu- 
tion to add “ connts ing other libels than those for which the defendant 
was committed.’’ No facts were laid before the recorder, and he was not 
informed of the circumstances connected with the withdrawal of the charge of 
Janvary 29 at the Mansion House, A newspaper libel is, by section 6 of the 
Newspaper Libel Act, 1881, brought within the provisions of the Vexatious 
Indictments Act. Two coun's were thereupon adied charging the alleged 
libel of January 29, The indictment was removed into the Queen's Bench 
Division, The defendant obtained a rule nisi to have there two counts 
quashed. The court (Hawkins ani Srepaen, JJ.) made the rule absolute 
on on taper the consent or leave being so general that under it 
counts for any number of libels published at any fens might be added, was 
not such a consent as was intended by section 1 of the Vexatious Indictments 


Act, 1867 ; (2) that the recorder, in giving his consent, had no materials 

before him, am net ished of er oceans canane aa 

abandonment of this very charge at the Mansion House, and so his consent 

= obtained improvidently and ought to be rescinded.—Soxicrror, J. B. 
atten. 





SOLICITORS’ CASES. 
Covrr or AppEat, ' 
(Before Baceattay and Lixptey, L.JJ.) 
Dec. 18.—Re Blyth and Fanshawe.* 


Practice—Costs—Solicitor and client—Taxation—Shorthand notes— 
Duty of solicitor. 


Ta this cass the question was raised whether a solicitor can charge his 
client with costs of shorthand notes aod of ex, ert witnesses, which have been 
disallowed on taxation between party andparty. Messrs. Wilkios, Blyth, & 
Fanshawe were solicitors for ove Wells in an action in which he obtained jadg- 
ment with costs, The case had been referred, and in the course of the arbitra- 
tion considerable expense had been incurred by the solicitors for shorthand 
notes and for expert witnesses. Oa the taxation between party and party, the 
master disallowed the costs of the shorthand notes, and allowed only a por- 
tion of the expenses of the experts. On the taxation between solicitor ani 
client the master disallowed the same costs. 

On appeal the master’s order was affirmed by Lord Coleri C.J., from 
whose decision the present appeal was brought, In their affidavits the solici- 
tors stated that the experts had bee: engaged by the express authority of 
Wells, and that they had told their client that the fall charges of such wit- 
nesses would not be allowed on taxation between party and oarty. As to the 
shorthani notes, they stated that Wells authorized them to be taken, 
and was well aware they were going t» be taken. It also appeared that the 
notes had been used by Wells himself, and also by his counsel and the 
arbitrator. The client, however, denied all these statements. 

The Court (Baccantar and Linpteyr, L.JJ.) affirmed the order as to the 
shorthand notes, and sent it back to be varied as to the expenses of the ex- 

rts. 

i L.J., said it was a general rule, and one very important to be 
observed in all cases, that if unusual expenses are about to be incarred ia the 


int, au y to take his anthority, but to point 
that the additiodal expenses will“ no 0 taxation between 
patty and party, whatever be the result of the trial. His lordship was of 
Opinion that credence was to be given to the evidence of the appellants. 
Bat assaming Wells had authorized the employmeat of the shorthand writers, 
yet the solicitors did not state they had informed him he might have to pay 
for them even if successfal. It must therefore be assumed he was not so 
told, and therefore the order of the master, disallowing the costa of the 
shorthand notes, was correct, As to the expenses of the experts, it was 
stated by the appellants that those witnesses had been employed with the 
express authority of Wells, who had been informed that their fall expenses 
would not be allowed between party and party. This evidence was to be 
believed, and, therefore, the taxation should be reviewed oa that point. 

Linptey, L.J., said it was the daty of the solicitors to protect their 
client against unnecessary expenses, and to poiat out to him that if he chose 
to engage shorthand writers, their expenses might not be allowed between 
party and party. The appellants had not proved they had s? informed 
their client, and, therefore, the costa of the shorthand notes shoald be dis- 
allowed, although his lordship was not satisfied that Wells had not authorized 
them, As to the other point, the solicitors had satisfied the burden of 
proof cast on them. The order should, therefore, be sent back to be 
reviewed as to the expenses of the experts. Although a master has, in cases 
of this description, the same discretion between party and party that he 
has between solicitor and client, it does not follow that what is reasonable 
in the former case is reasonable in the latter. Of course that which it ia 
reasonable to allow between party and party may be reasonably allowed 
between solicitor and client, but the converse is not trae.—Socicirors, 
Wilkins, Fanshawe, & Dutton; J. 8. Tinkler. 











COUNTY COURTS.,. 
HEREFORD. 
(Before ARUNDEL Rookrs, E-q., Judge.) 

Dec, 12.—TZhomas v, Witney. 
This was an equily plaint for the foreclosure of a mortgage, 
Garrold was for the plaintiff, and Corner represented the defendant, 
H's Honour: There is no affidavit filed ia support of the facts. 
Garrold : 1 apprehend it is not necessary. 
His Honove: I made aa order long ago that in bankruptey aul eq rity 
matters I required to have papers filed, otherwise I must have the witn-s3-s 
examined. I follow the Court of Chancery. In the whole of my district 
I have la'd down in bankruptcy and equity cases that I must have an affilay.t 
filed in support of the fucts, 
Garrold: Have you power to lay down such a rale? 


His Honour: Yes. 
Garrold ; T apprehen! not. 
His Honour : IT have, 


Garrold: I am prepared to prove my case in accordance with the rules of 
the court, 








* Reported by C: A. Fararp, Baq., Barrister-at-Law, 
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_His Hoxour: Whst I have done is for the conveniences of solicitors and 
witnesses, 
Gerrold differed from the judge, and thought the arrangement caused extra 


rapa. 
is Honour : I must have an affidavit here, for I cannot make an excep- 
tion. - 
Garrold: Do you refuse to hear the case because you have no affidavits 
filed 2? I submit you have no power to refuse to hear the case because an 
tffidavit has not been filed. 
His Honour : I adjourn the case to have the affidavite filed. 
Garrold: I press upon ycu, and ask you, to hear the case now. I submit 
you have no power to refuse to bear it, 
His Hoxove : Exouse me, Mr. Garrold, but I have. 
Garrold: Forther, may I ask how long bas the affidavit to be filed before 
the hearing ? 
ait Honovr: I will bear the case on Friday, if the affidayit is filed before 
at day. 
Garrold : 1 should like to know if yoor order is in writing? If so, I 
should like to see it. 
His Honour : I now make the order, “Case adjourned for the sffidavits 
of facts to be filed.” 
Garrold : Will your Hononr inform me me where I can obtain a copy of 
the tule which you have ordered ? 
His Honour : Jt is not for me to do that. 
After some further conversation, 
rere : May I ask, when affidavits are filed, if the witnesses haye to 
atten 
Corner srid if ro affidavits were filed in answer, the affidavit would be 
teken as evidence. 
a Hoxour said he must follow as near as he could the order of the 
ecu 
Garrold again +sked for @ copy of the role of the court. 
His Honour: If you take your took you will find the rule. 
Sere: There is no such rule, or else I should have heard of it 
lore now. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. WILLIAM MOON, 


We announce in our present issue the desease, on the 10th iast., of 
Mr. William Moon, of 15, Lincolu’s-inn-fi-ld:, and 45, Portsdown-road, W. 
On the mornirg of tho 9th he lett bie home in his usual health and in good 
spiri s to procecd to his chambers. At about one o’clcck he went to haye his 
lanch at the Inns of Court Hotel, and while waiting fell down ina fit. He 
vas at once carried to a bedroom on the same floor, where he remained till he 
died. He rallied after a short time, and the medical man who had been 
called in did not think that there was any serious reason for apprehension. 
He passed the nigbt favyourab'y, but, at ten o’clock the next morning, a 
second attack snpervened, from the effects of which he died. The funeral 
took plece at Highgate Cemetery on the 15th inst., when a numerous party 
—vof whom some came from Exeter and others from Swindon—assembled 
around the Fee to pay the last tribute cf respect to his memory. The coffia 
was covered with wreaths of choice flowers sent by frienis. The burial 
service was read by an old friend of the family. Mr. Moon was sixty-two 
years of age, and had beer thirty-six years in business as a solicitor. After 
an arduous straggle he had succeeded in obtaining a large and lucrative 
practice, more «specially among clients whose affairs were ratber of a private 
than a public character. During his professions! career the best knowo 
cis? in which he was engaged was the action for libel arising out of the 
Cricklade election in 1868, brought by the Hon. F, Calogan agaiast Joshua 
Piger, the editor of the North Wilts Gazette. Mr. Moon was solicitor for the 
defendant, and saw from the first that there would be a verdict against Lim, 
but the case was so well managed by Sir Hardinge G ffard and the late Mr. 
Iienry Ma namara that it ended in a virtually drawn battle, the jary 
awarding the plaintiff ouly £20 damages. Mr. Moon waa a man of great 
shrewdnes*. His cantion led him to put before those who consulted him the 
most unfavourable views of what would happen io the event of the failure 
of legal proceedings. No client who gave him bis confidence ever withdrew 
it. Increased acquaintance with him tended to +trengthen reliance upon his 
] g:l knowledge. upon his jadgment, and upon bis faithfulness to the interests 
of the client. None ever doubted his high honour or failed to appreciate Lis 
conscientious and upright character. In private life he wasa man of quiet 
and usassuming demeanour, loved by his friends and never failing to retain 
their goodwill. His removal leaves a gap in the circle ia which he moved 
= — soon to be filled. He leaves eight children to moura their irrepar- 
able loss, 


ee 


MR, WILLIAM PRICE, 


Mr. William Price, solicitor, Abergavenny, died at hia residence, Glan- 
nantyllan, near that town, on the 22nd ult., in bis eighty-third year. if 
Price was born on the 9th of December, 1799, and was admi in 1830, 
and bad practised at Abergavenny until two and a half years ee when he 
was seized with the illness which confined him to his bed potil bis death. Mr. 
Bele bad the maastalinn of being a very ekilfal i gene and, prior to 
tbe establishment of county courte, he coese ractitio 
at the assizer. gs Maga was 6 * idle «Fic rgave 
Land who bt og od two estates, which are LE 

soburbe f the 


o town, For many years past Mr. 





ou eae 





Prige has limited bis practice, and occupied his spare time in historical and 
researches. He had been a widower many years, and leaves 

children, His second son, Mr. John Edwards Price, is in practice ag 

‘’ 3 


a solicitor, aud holds several public appointments at Newent. 

















































THE REMOVAL OF THE GUILDHALL 
SITTINGS TO THE ROYAL COURTS. 


Tue following memorial has been signed by the under-mentioned firms of 
solicitors practising in the City «f London, and addressed to the Lord Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Commonalty, in favour of the remoyal of the Guildhall 
Sittings to the Royal Courts of Justice :— 
‘*'To the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and Commons of the City of London, in 
Common Council assembled. 

** We, the undersigned sol'citors, practising in the City of London, beg 
respectfully to atate that, in our opinion, it is desirable and will be of benefit 
to the merchants, shipowners, underwriters, and others, who are from time to 
time svitors in the High Court of Justice, if the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Commons of the City cf London, in Common Council assembled, request, in 
accordanca with section 20 of the Courts of Justice Building Act, 1865, that 
the trials at Nisi Prius hitherto held within the City of London shall hereafter 
be tried at the courts authorized to be erected by that Act. 

‘* Dauces, Jacgsoy, & Attiez; Horttams, Son, & Cowanp; 
Maexsy, Srewarr, & Co.; Parker, Garrett, & PARKER; 
Wnison, Baisrowr, & CanpmakL; Janson, Cons, & Pearson; 
Jounson, Uprox, Bopp, & Arkey; Lixxuaters & Co. ; Patngs, 
Layton, & Pottock; Lawrance, Prews, & Baker; Dawns & 
Sons; Murray, Horcuins, & Co, ; Wattons, Bess, & Waxtoy; 
SripBarpD, Grrson, & Co, 

“ London, December 14, 1882.”’ 











SOCIETIES. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Inatitntion on Wednesday, Dacember 13, Mr, Herbert 
Tritton Sankey, of Canterbury, in the chair, the other directors present 
being Messre. Asker (Norwich), Brook, Hedger, Kays, Rickman, Ro cos, 
Smith, and Woolbert (Mr, Eiffe, secretary). A sum of £385 was distri- 
buted in grants of relief ; three new we nbers admitted ; a bequest of £100, 
under the will of the late Mr. Henry Speace Fairfoot, solicitor, reported as 
received, and other general basines; transacted. 


er 


GRESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


The thirty-fourth ordinary general meeting of this society was held at the 
society's offices, St. Mildred’s House, Poultry, cn the 14th inst., Mr. W. H, 
Thornthwai‘e pre-iding. 

The AssisTANT-SecreTary (Mr. Juseph Allen) read the notice, and also the 
directors’ and duditcrs’ reports. 

The Cuainman.—Gentlemen, I shal] have much pleasure in moving the 
adoption of the reports which have just been‘presented to you. It must le 
sat'sfactory to all the members of our society that this thirty-fourth year is 
marked as being a year in which by far the largest amount of new business 
has ever been presented in a like period in the existence of the society. 
During the year several new branches were inaugurated, and a very energetic 
propaganda for life assurance was institut d through all the different branch 
offices and agents of the society, This was done for two main objects. One, 
I need hardly say, was for obtaining new business; the other—equally 
important—was for the retention of the bu-iness we have o!tsined. I think 

the report which has jast been presented to you will show that 

in the former of these objects the directors have leen yery tu cessful, As 

egards the other, sour directors have every confidence that the steps they 

= initiated | i in, future be equally successfal, During the 

ards of 6,000 persons applied to this soc ety for life-a:surance policit 

The whole of those persons were examined and inaselignied by at least two 

ical men, and also by the staff of the society, and subsequently by the 

‘rcetors in this bonse. reault of that examination was that 1,511 of those 

proposals were not found a to the society from various causes. Thert 

» 6,584 proposals accepted, and ne ha were issued for the same, 

an income of £74,855 in the new premium income apali ble | 

owever Jarge this may be i does not represent the real amousl 

of annual income derivable from business obtained during the year," 

consequence of a number of half-yearly and terly payments becoming 


payabie after the closing of the year's accounts these are taken into * 
HY A we 
4 remit 


haye a sum of upwards of £82,000 as really r 

\ dred from @ new business operations of the: 
past year. To thie must be added the money receiv, 
the magnitude of she new | 


menced with 
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capcelment of gontingent liabilities of considerably more than a quarter of 
million. If then to that £196,895 be added the £34,000, we have £231,507, 
which may fairly be assumed as the pgs of the year. It also must be 
satisfactory for the members, I think, to fiad from the elaborate javestigations 
of oor actuary, Mr. Curtis, that there is an available balance which enables 
the directors to declare a surplus of £90,000. That sum, I thiok, must be 
satisfactory, considering the fact that the interest on money is vow very 
jow, and has been for some time past, and also that you cannot get first- 
cass investments except at 2 very low rate of interest; also from the 
frequency, every three years, when these divisions take place. I find that 
doring the last three years, the society has paid upwards of one willion to 
its poliey-bolders, and that dering the time of its existence, it bas so far 
dove its daty to the policy-holdere, that it has paid upwards of four 
millions both in claims for death and erdowments. We have finished at 
the date of the belance-sbeet with an income of npwards of £600,000, and 
with available assets—it may be said with money io our coffers—of upwards 
of £3,174,000. I think these considerations must be satisfactory, and I 
personally, and the directors severally, congratulate the society on the 
progress it has made during the last thirty-four years. With these fow 
observations, I beg to move ‘‘ That the directors’ and auditors’ reports be 
received and adopted.” 

Mr. Epwarp Souty, F.R.S., seconded the report, and said that daring 
the last few yeare the society had become older, stronger, wiser, and 
richer. The liabilities bad considerably increased, but so also had the 
arsets. Daring past years he had several times drawn their attention 
to the objectionable character of the assurance of family lives ander cortain 
ciroomstances. He always looked with great suspicion on the assurance of any 
family where there was not a clear and definite evidence of interest. Daring 
the last year be had seen @ farther development of thie species of assurance 
—viz., the assurance of children. Some years ago they need to hear a good 
deal about burying olabe, and it was said that the children were 
tacrificad for some smali som. This had died out, but he was 
afraid that something of this sort was creeping into the higher ranks of 
sosiety. He objected to the principle of insuring the lives of ebildrea 
except on the same principle that a.man insured his hoose. If he insnred 
his house in one office for £1,000, and for the same amount in another office, 
he could not olaim the £2,000 if his house were barnt. Bat in the case of 
children there was nothing to prevent s man making a large sam of money 
on tke life of an unfortunate child. At the present time there was nothing 
to prevent @ man insuring a young child in many offices, and making a 
large amount upon its death. 

The resolution wag then pat to the meeting and carried unanimously. 

Mc. T. HB. Devonsaree next moved the re-election of the retiring 
mag Messrs. H.C, T. Beadnell, W. H. Thornthwaite, and G.orge 
ler. 

Mr. Ewing seconded the resolution, which was agreed to. 

Mr. TyLeR retarned thanks. 

Mr. Fisa then proposed the re-appointment of the auditors, Messrs. Lad- 
bury and Venn. 

Mr, EWING seconded the resolation, which was also carried. 

The CHamrmay.—I have a vote of thanks to propose, which shall be a 
general one. It is @ matter that we feel very strongly upon, as we are 
indebted to them very much for the prosperity of the society. I am, there- 
fore, certain that I shall have you with me when I propose, ‘* That the thanks 
of this meeting be given to the actuary and staff, to our legal ani medical 
oficers, and to the auditors.” 

Mr. J, Hancock seconded the resolution, which was very cordially received. 

Mr, ALLEN and Mr, Devonsuire returned thanks. 

4 cordial vote of thanks to the chairman for his conduct in the chair 
loved the proceedings. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 


The annual meeting of thia society was held on Wednesday, Dacember 
13,at Clement’s-ion Hall. After the general businers of the evening had 
diepoged of, the secretary of the ‘Spence Prize” Committee gave 
rotiee that the prize bad been awarded to Mr. Hugh Frazer, of the Inver 
Temple, for his essay on “ Trial by Jary.”” The chairman then called upon 
the officers of the society to present their reports. The seoretary, treasurer, 
ian, secretary for societies ia union, and secretary of ‘the legal corres- 
pendence department, presented and read their reports to the meeting, 
hed ich it appeared that, Sering the past year, 43 new menbers had 
@ society, and the several departments were in a floarishing condi- 
and new sepnentions bad been made with provincial societies. The 
Sear has exceeded all previous years as regards the fioances of the 
tooiety, the treasurer’s balance-sheet showing a good eurplus in his hands, 
peying all The librarian's report was equally satisfactory, 












Midisions having heen 4 new works ted to the librar, 
weer members. The o Ay of the society for the new year baas 
(cclared daly elected by the chairman. 





promotion of a company be sufficient in itself to indace the court to order 
its being wound up, if the fraud has been waived by a majority of 
shareholders at a general meeting?’ Messrs. E. C. Rogers and Coley 
spoke for the affirmative, and Messre, A. LI. Jenkyn Brown and Gover for 
the negative. The meeting decided in favour of the negative by a majority 
of three votes. This was the last meeting of the autumn sessio.. 


LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ ASSOCIATION, 


The sixth meeting of the session of this association was held at the Law 
Library on Monday eveviog, the 11th inst., Mr. W. J. Sparrow, barrister- 
at-law, in the chair. A most interesting paper on “ The Codification of the 
English Criminal Law” was read by Mr. G. X. Segar, barrister-at-law, ia 
whioh he urged that many alterations io the existing law were desirable. 
After a short diseussiov, the meeting was brought to a close by passing & 
cordial vote of thanks to Mr. Segar for his paper. There were nineteca 
members present. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Joun GreenrFrecp, of the firm of Greenfield & Abbott, 37, Qaean Vic- 
toria-street, E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner for tiking Affi lavits in 
and for the Courts in Ontari>, Canaia. 


Mr, Joun Battex Hoxtroype, solicitor, of Halifax, has been sposicted 
Cl-rk to the Magistrates for the Half:x and Todmorden Divisions of th: Weat 
Riding of Yorkshire. Mr. Holrosde is als> clerk t> the muag'strates for tha 
borough of Halifax. He was admitted a solicitor in 1850. 


Mr, Tuomas Muscrave Francis, solicitor, of Cumbridze, has been ap- 
pointed Solicitor to the University of Cambridge, in suocession to Mr. Sanuel 
Peed, deceased. Mr. Francis was admitted a solicitor ia 1874. He was 
educated at Trinity College, Cambriige, whera he graduated in the secand 
class of the Law and History Tripos ia 1870. 


Mr, Ropert George Wrnpuam Hersear, D.C.L., C.B., Permanent 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies, has been created a Civil Knight 
Commander of the Orer of the Bath. Sir. R. Herbert is the son of the Hon. 
Algernon Herbert, and was bora in 1831. He was educated at Eton, and he 
was formerly f-llow of Bulliol College, Oxford, where he gradu tod second 
class in Litere Humaniores in 1854. Ha obtained the Hertford Scholarship 
ip 1851, the Ireland Scholarship and the Caancellor’s Prig3 for Latia verse 
in 1852, and the Eldon Law Scholarship in 1854; and te was afterwards 
elected fellew of All Souls College, and prozeedei to the degres of 0.C.L. He 
was called to the bar at the Ioner Temple in E.ster Term, 1853, aad he for. 
merly practised in ths Court of ry. He was for some time private 
secretary to Mr. Gladstone, and hs: was appointed colonial secretary of Qaens- 
land in 1859. He was Premier of that colony from 1860 till 1865, whea hs 
retorned to England. He was assistant-secretary to the Board of Trade from 
1866 till 1870, when he was appointed an As-istant Under-S-c-et ry of Stata 
for the Colonies, and in the fi lowing year he became Permanent Under-Secre- 
tary. Sir R. Herbert is a civil companion of the Order of the Bath, and 
secretary to the Order of St. Michael and St. George. 


Mr. OxEstuvs Smart Bartwett, solicitor, of Paignton and Torquay, has 
been appointed Town Clerk of the Borough of Dartmoath. Mr. Bartlett was 
admitted a so'icitor in 1871, : 


Mr. Joun Woopman, barrister, of Calcutta, has been appoia'el to ec: as 
Deputy-Secre‘ary to the Government of India in the L»gislative Department. 
Mr. Woodman was ca'led to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1865, He is oneof the judges of the Small C.uses Court at Cal- 
cutta. 


Mr, Artuvg Mitts Tarteton, barrister, has been appointed Qzeen’s 
Advocite for the West African Settlements. Mr. Tarleton was formerly 
scholar of St. Peter’s College, Cambridge, where he graduated B.A. in 1873, 
and he was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1875. He 
is a member of the Oxford Circuit, 


Mr. Samurt Mapces, solicitor and notary (of the firm of Map'es & 
McCraith), of Nottingham, has been appointed Uader-Sheriff of the Town and 
County of the Town of Nottingbam for the ensuing gear. Mr. Muples was 
admitted a solicitor in 1839. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


Wittiam Burcuett, Witttam Burcuet, the younzer, aad James Warp 
Borcuett, solicitors, 5, The Saactaire, Westmios er (Barc ella). N>vember 
20. William Burchell, William Burchell, the younger, William George 
Wilde, James Ward Burchell, and Charles Tofaell Dyne Barchell will continue 
to carry on the business under the firm of Burchell & Co. 

Grorae BettaMy Natper and Tuomas Bagineton Jonss, solicitors, 
Barrow-in-Furness (Nalder & Jones). December 16. The busioess will in 
future be carried on by the said George Bellamy Nalder. 

[Gaz tle, Dec. 19.] 











| BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

ng yt of this soviet, , aad om Speeter Inst, the 19th 
the Library, ‘debate took iow : 

Should » frendaleat rationed «td the poome Ko Loy iy 





We have received from Messrs. De la Rue & Co. ome podoaee << te 
anti-stylograph pen, the peculiarity of which is that it @ pen with an 
ordinary 80 preserving the characteristics of handwriting. We ce peak 
to the great utility and convenience of the pen, which is simply 
persons requiring to write rapidly, “s 
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COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jownt Stock Companies, 
Liuirep In CHANCERY 

Atprrson’s Datey Faru, Liwirep.—Petition for winding up, presented Dec 9, directed 
to be heard before Chitty, J., at the Rolls Court, Chancery lane, on Saturday, Jan 13, 
Lovell, Union court, Old Broad st, solicitor for the petitioners 

AspPHattic Woop Pavement Company, Liurrep.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Dec 9, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Jan 13. Smith and Son, Gresham 
House, solicitors for the petitioners 

Cuiviegrr Brewery Comeany, Limirep.— By an order made by Bacon, V.C., dated Dec 
5, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Benning and Co, King st, Cheap- 
side, agents for Backhouse and Procter, Burnley, solicitors for the petitioners 

Cwm Avon starz anp Worxs Company, Limitep.—Creditors are requirei, on or 
before Jan 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Edward Ebenezer Price, 3, Lothbury. Tuesday, Jan 23, at 11, at chambers 
of Chitty, J., is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Inp1an Co-opErativE AGrncy, Lruitep.—North, J., has, by an order dated Aug 29, 
appointed Frederick Whinney, Old Jewry, to be official liquidator. Creditors are 
required, on or before Mar 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to the above. Monday, April 30, at 12, at chambers of 
Chitty, J., is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

New Txaursis Setpaur Company, Liuitep.—By an order made by Bacon, V.C., dated 
Dec 6, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Morgan and Harrison, Old 
Jewry, solicitors for the company 

XIXta Century Parmtine Company, Liuitep.—Chitty, J., has fixed Saturday, Dee 23, 
at 11, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 

(Gazette, Dec. 15.] 


Gorge Drover anv Company, Limitep.—Petition for winding up, presented Dec 16, 
directed to be heard before Kay, J., on Jan 12. Ellis and Co, St Swithin’s lane, 
solicitors for the petitioner 

Lonpon axp Provincrat Hovsz, Lanp, Morteace, ann Investment Company, 
Lruitep.—Petition for winding up, eo Dec 18, directed to be heard before Fry, 
~~ -_ Jan 12. Clarkson and Co, Carter lane, Doctors’ commons, solicitors for the 
petitioner 

Norra CarpicansHire Sirver Leap Mining Company, Limrrep,—Petition for winding 
up, presented Dec 18, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Saturday, Jan-13. 
a etinies Finsbury circus, agent for Roberts and Evans, Aberystwyth, solicitors for the 

itioner 

Norte Carpicansaies Sitver Leap Mininc Company, Limitep.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Dec 19, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Saturday, 
Jan 13, Hughes, Bedford row, solicitor for the petitioners 

Norway Corpzr Mivzs Company, Liwitep.—Petition for winding up, presented Dec 
18, directed to be heard before Kay, J.,on Jan 12. Gasquet and Metcalfe, Idol lane, 
Great Tower st, solicitors for the petitioner 

Sinkstonge anp Hatau Moor Coat Company, Liwirep.—By an order made by Bacon, 

9 Dec 11, it was ordered that the voluntary pts A up of the company be 
continued. Badham and Williams, Salter’s Hall court, agents for Marsden and Co, 
Wakefield, solicitors for the petitioners 

[ Gazette, Dec. 19.] 


County Patating or LANCASTER, 
UNtmMirep In CHANCERY. 

First New Cross Permanent Beyerit Burtpine Socrery.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Dec 14, directed to be heard before the Vice-Chancellor, at the Assize 
Courts, Strangeways, Manchester, on Tuesday, Jan 9, Garthwaite, Manchester, 

solicitor for the petitioners 

[ Gazette, Dec. 19.] 


FRIENDLY Socreties Disso.vep. 
Cuurca Lawrorp Frienp-In-Nexp Society, Church Lawford, Warwick. Dec 15 
Primitives MerHopist Farenpix Society, Primitive Methodist Chapel, Motcombe, 
Dorset. Dec 13 
—— Lopes, 107, Unirzp Fzmaz Foresters, Bull’s Head Inn, Bacup, Lancaster. 


ec 
[ Gazette, Dec. 19.] 








CREDITORS’ . CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Capman, GzoreR, Mosbro’, Eckington, Derby, Farmer. Jan 5, Cadman v Booth, 
Chitty, J. Dust, Eckington 
CuiLp, Kpwarp Epaunp, High st, Shedwell, Pawnbroker. Dec 30, Child v Nathan, 
Chitty, J. Dicker, Gutter lane 
Facry, Jouy, Bristol. Jan5. Lawrence v Facey, Chitty, J. Wood, Bristol 
I eene, Mar end Jouy, Bournemouth, Gent. Dec 30, Clare v Clare, Bacon, V.C. 
a Eastbourne, M.D. Jan5. West v Peplow, Fry, J. Mathews, Great 
; st, Covent garden, Carpet Warehouseman. Jan 10. 
itty, J. Reeves, Warwick st, Regent st 


Srevenson, Witiiam,. Kin 
Stevenson vy Stevenson, 
rfield, Sussex, Farmer. Jan 20, Williams y Sumner, Kay, 


Sumwyer, Wri11ak, Rothe: 
J. Simpson, Tunbridge Wells 
Warrier, Cuarvezs, Bristol, Gent. May 10, Whittle vy Neilson, Fry, J. Darley, Bedford 


row 
[ Gazette, Dec. 8.) 


eo soa Goole, York, Corn Factor. Jan 9, Burkill v Burkill, Chitty, J. 


a James, Graham rd, Dalston, Gent. Jan 12. Hickey v Colmer, Kay, J. 


= ant no : 

Ing, GERteupk Paitiiping, Llangmmarch, Brecon. Jan 10. Ki i ; 

Owen, Bul 4 gm n an ng v Edlin, Fry, J 
DDY, Mariupa, Cambridge villas, Gunnersbury. Dec 30, Jones v Hill WC. 
Wedlake, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st if sia spinel 


ine Jouy, Millhaye, Devon, Farmer, Jan10, Lutley vy North, Kay, J. Cockram, 
Moucxtow, Joun Samvet, Worcester, Retail Baker, . 

. Wa ester, il Baker, Jan 10, Budgett v Mucklow, Fry, 
Norton, Evizasgta, South Walsham, Norfolk. Jan 5. Mallett v Lemmon, Kay, J. 
9 sanatge . 

PION, OMAS, i int, Sussex, Yeoman, Janll, P, 

me “4 Brig t, Xy ‘arsons y Upton, Bacon, 

{ Gazette, Dec. 12.] 


nex. Joux, Stainton le Vale, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 12. Benn v Holt, Chitty, J. 


Corztawp, Harriet, Malvern Wells, Worcester. Jan 12. Moore v Copeland, Chitty, 
J. Roscoe, Lincoln’s inn fields ; 
Newixeron, Joszrx JonN, Wadhurst, Sussex, Esq. Jan 20. Hughes v Newington, 
Fry, J. hes, Bedford st, Covent garden 
Pgroy, Huer Joscetine, Eskrigg Wigton, Cumberland, Esq. Jan 12, Percy v Peroy, 
Bacon, V.C. Tylee and Co, Essex st, Strand 4 
TuRNBULL, JAMES, Newcastle upon Tyne, Jeweller. Jan 15. Bunn and Dick v Turn. 
bull, Chitty, J. Elsdon, Newcastle upon Tyne : 4 : 
bf James, Colne, Lancaster, Gent. Jan 11. Waite v Waite, Bacon, V.C. Wright, 
ton 2 
Weratmases, Jamzs, Manchester, Jan 15. Bannister v Ashurst, Kay, J. Norris, 


Tenb 
seis [ Gazette, Dec, 15.) 


Curuzert, Witt1M, Barrow a ny” Senin, Miller, Jan 16. Westoby y 

Cuthbert, Chitty, J. Mason, Barton upon Humber 

Hates, yReormn 4 "WittraM, tioneeten’ Jen 10. Haines vy Woodward, Fry, J. Gar. 

diner, Lincoln’s inn fields : 

Larxtn, Gracr, Canterbury, Kent. Jan 11. Ramsden v Harrison, Bacon, V.C. Sankey, 

Canterbury 

Latrmer, Jonny, Leeds. Jan 20. Lawson y Latimer, Kay, J. Couldwell, Gracechureh 
8 


t . 
Wurrttr, Epwarp, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Joiner, Jan 25, Whittle v Whittle, Fry, 
J. Broadbent, Over Darwen 
(Gazette, Dec, 19,] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Arrieck, Gripert, Leominster, Hereford, Esq. Feb1. Collette and Collette, Lincoln's 
inn fields 

Axers, Tuomas, Goring, Oxford, Gent. Jani. Ravenor, Witney : 

Assitgr, Henry, Maidstone, Kent, Bookbinder. Jan 18. Stephens, Maidstone 
Barnes, Marrna, Bristol. Dec 30. Harwood, Bristol 

Bowmer, Mary, Hastings, Sussex.* Feb 1. Phillips and Cheesman, Hastings 
Brannan, THomas SHARLAND, Appledore, Devon, Builder, Jan 8. Rooker and 
Bazeley, Bideford : 
DanrEL, ALEXANDER Watgut, Gloucester place, Portman sq, Esq. Feb 10. Carlisle 
and Ordell, New sq, Lincoln’s inn i 

DrewktL, Samvrt, Weymouth st, St Marylebone, Cowkeeper. Jan 1. Hird, Fitzroy st 
Gatz, Jacos, Okehampton, Devon, Horse Keeper. Jan 11. Tucker and Gough, Calne 
Hutton, Mary Any, Bolton, Lancaster. Dec 2l. Taylor, Bolton 

Morrertr, Wiit1aM, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Butcher. Jan 12. Arnott and Swan, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne u 

Moorg, Cuarugs, Derby, Wholesale Jeweller. Jan15. Sale and Mills, Derby 

Moss, Gzores, Thorpe, Surrey, Gent. Jan 8, Berry and Co, Chancery. lane 
Nicvouson, Witt1aM, Berwick-upon-T weed, Clock and Watch Maker. Feb 22. Weddell, 
Berwick-upon-T weed : 

ie SamvuzL, Wilmslow, Chester, Labourer. Jan 10, Ritson and Grundy, Man- 
chester 

RavensHaw, Rev Txomas Fitz Artuvr Torin, Cumberland ter, Regent’s park, Clerk. 
Dec 30, Hunters and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Ropeer, Rozgrt, Hadlow, Kent, Esq. Jan1. Kearsey and Co, Old Jewry 

Suawk, Mary Marta, Maple Hayes, near Lichfield, Stafford. Jan 15. Hinckley and 


Co, Lichfield f 
Sreecz, Emity Myra, Beaminster, Dorset. Jan 10, Tozer and Whitborne, Teign 
Jan 15. Wright, Hitchin 


mouth 
TayLor, Jonny, Great Wymondley, Hertford, Farmer. 
eh oes SamvuzL, New Windsor, Berks, Doctor of Medicine. Dec 23. Long and (0, 
Windsor 
Warp, Samvsgt, Dronfield, Derby, Yeoman. Jan2. Lucas, Sheffield 
Watson, Witu1aM, Highbury hill, Wholesale Stationer. Jan 31. West and Co, Cannons 
Witxis, Janz, Cornwall st, King’s rd, Fulham, Jan 20, Blackford and Co, College 
hill, Cannon st 
Wiis, ANNE Frances, Winchester, Southampton, Dec 20. Foster, Aldershot 
[ Gazette, Dec. 5.] 


Aticocx, Angrxtxy, Harborne, Stafford, Surgeon. Jan 16, Beece and Co, Birming- 
ham 


Avrg, CHarLEs Hamonp, Skipsea, York, Gent. Dec 18. Rice and Co, Boston 

Rezant, Wiiutam, Nottingham, Victualler. Jan 13. Burton and Co, Nottingham 

Buxton, THomas, Cheimorton, Derby, Gent. Jan3l. Taylor, Bakewell. ; 

Carz, Joun Swext, Exeter, Chemist. Jan18. Tozer and Co, Exeter 

Crass, Crristtan Frepericx, Sturry, nr Canterbury, Kent, Gent. Jan6, Hughes, 
Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush 

Dawson, THomas, Repton, Derby, Farmer. Jan16. Briggs, Derby 

— Tomas, Grantchester, Cambridge, Farmer. March 25. Wayman, Cat 

ridge 

Frost, Witt1AM Srvrrer, Thorrington, Essex, Farmer, Jan 15. Turner and 0, 
Colchester 

Gixzs, Ricuarp, Torquay, Devon, M.D. Jan 16. Hooper and Wollen, Torquay 

Grtuitan, Epwarp Hupson, Cheltenham, Gl ter, Esq Jan 10, Miller and Ca, 
Liverpoo! 

Gairritas, Auicr, Birkenhead, Chester. Dec 23. a ta Birkenhead 

Horzsroox, Tuomas, Belper, Derby, Farmer. Dec 30, alker, Belper 3 

Houurgr, Sipney, Plato rd, Acre lane, Brixton, Gent. Jan 19, Guillaume, Salisbury 


sq, Fleet st 
Hornsy, Grorce Green, Aigburth, near Liverpool, Esq. Jan 10, Miller and Co, 


Live 1 

Jonzs, en Cieverr, Market Drayton. Salop, Land Surveyor. Jan 22. Pears0ly 
Market Drayton 

Kirg, Saran, Crewkerne, Somerset. Jan 31, Sparks and Blake, Crewkerne 

Locxerr, Cuartxs, Commercial Sale rooms, Mincing lane, Commission Agent. Jat 
20. Marsh, Fen ct, Fenchurch st 

Mor@an, Joszrx, Manchester, Pewterer. Jan 15. Vaudrey, Manchester 

O’Nz111, Francis, Lewisham, Kent, Accountant, Jan 20. Saw, New Cross rd 

— Soruia Evizapers, Leamington, Warwick. Jan15, Stuart and Tall, Gray’é 
nn 8q 

Parest, ALregp, Haslemere, Surrey, Licensed Victualler, Jan 10. Priest, Station 1, 
Willesden Junction 

Ropeerr, Mirzs, Sandford, nr Wareham, Dorset, Gent. Feb1. Lacey 

Rorgr, Henry, Cheltenham, Gloucester. Jan 8, Drew, Cheltenham : 

RussgeLt, ALExawpgEr, Ashford, Kent, Saddler. Jan 16. Hallett and Co, Ashford 

Gaawe Marr Manis, Maple Hayes, nr Lichfield, Stafford. Jan 16, Hinckley and 0%, 

ie 

Suzruerp, Henry, Crewkerne, Somerset, Gentleman’s Servant. Jan $1, Sparks and 
Blake, Crewkerne 

TgeL¥orD, Jonny, Whitefield, Lancaster, Surgeon. Dec 30. Openshaw, Bury 

Suess, EtizaBera Ann, Queen st, Cheapside. Dec 27, Shephard, College st, Colles? 


Trumpzr, Awn Mary Swirt, Harefield, Middlesex, Jan 13, Gardiner, Ux 
upon, ‘Hiaxar, Threadneedle st, Stockbroker, Jan 31, Garrard and Co, Suffolk 








Bottor, 
Li 


. Beet Lewis, Liverpool, Merchant, Jag 13, Hulley vy Bolton, Registrar of 


‘airs, WiLtiuaM Heyer, 20, Ingra® 
and bo, Lincoln's inn fala” Senter’ #y Clapham, Gent, “Jeu 
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Joun, Bramcote, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Jan 13. Burton and 
Co, Nottingham 


BurzaBetH, Halifax, York. Jan 25. Longbottom, Halifax 
_—— ; [ Gazette, Dec. 8. 
gxwet, JANE, Liverpool. Jan 20. Bremner and Co, Liverpool 
, Rosznr, Birstal, York, Gent. Jan 20. Chambers and Chambers, Brighouse 
Bo11ipex, James, South Penge Park, Surrey, Builder. Jan 31. Powell, St Swithin’s 


BA race Saissury, Cazenoves, Upper Clapton, Esq. Jan 30. Bradshaw, 
hi 


Corn! 
Exizasets, Prince’s gate, Hyde park. Jan 30. Bradshaw, Cornhill 
Pg youn Swezer, Exeter, Chemist. Jan 18. Tozer and Co, Exeter 


Qurnnery, Ropert Forster, Wanstead, Essex, Builder. Jan 12. Stacpoole, Pinners 
Old Broad 


st 

Coox, Epwarp Wiliam, South Shoebury, Essex, Foreman of Brickfields. Jan 6. 
Gregson, Rochford : 

Coox, SaMurL, Nutley, Sussex, Gent. Jan 31. Hortin, Edgware rd, Hyde Park 

CnostHwaiTz, Awwa Marta, Liverpool. Dec 31. Bateson and Co, Liverpool 

Downs, Witt1am Bopmam, Weymouth st, Portland place, Esq. Jan 20. Oldman, Old 
Serjeants’ inn, Chancery lane 

Dexepaue, WitLtAx, a Colt st, Limehouse, General Salesman. Jan 30. Marsh, 
Fen ct, Fenchurch s 

Epwarps, Jonw Srranex, Brentford End, Isleworth, Market Gardener. Jan 26, 
Woodbridge, Brentford 

Exwss, Frances Justina, Highmoor Hall, Henley on Thames, Oxford. Jan 13, Law 
and Co, New ode Lincoln’s inn 

FarrwgaTHER, Mary Awn, Penge, Surrey. Jan 10. Woods, Oakfield rd, Penge 

Fsrcuson-Fawsitt, Annz Exiza, Walkington Hall, York. Feb1. Shepherd and Co, 


Beverle 

FiscHER \osonan Gottrrizp Brnsamry, Great St Helens, Merchant, Jan3l. Dom- 

met Gresham st 

Foster, Rev Francis Draxk, Wells, Clerk. Jan6. Foster, Wells 

FowLsr, orm, Melksham, Wilts. Jan 12, Waterhouse and Winterbotham, New ct, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Gaurite, Joun Rozert, Llanwrst, Denbigh, Solicitor. Feb1. Griffith and Allard, 
Llanwrst 

Hasris, Davin, Bristol, Tailor. Jan15. Bedell, Bristol 

Hargison, RopEert, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tanner. Dec 31. Stanton and Atkinson, 
Say erete erniigl Gog 

Hut, Cuartotrs, Pegwell Bay, Isle of Thanet, Kent, Innkeeper. Jan 16. Tickle, 
Lawrence lane, Cheapside - 

Hopson, Rev Henry Wanpk, King’s Langley, Hertford. Jan 9, Williams and Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields . 

Jamas, ALEXANDER WILLIAM, Weston, nesr Southampton, Gent. Janl. Moody, Derby 

Joxes, Joun Brrcu, Baschurch, Salop, Farmer. Feb 12. Minshalls and Parry-Jones, 


Kine, Txomas Srumons, Gillingham, Kent, Gent. Feb12, Stable, Cleveland rd, Wan- 


Locxztt, Dawiet, Weaste, nr Manchester, Strap Manufacturer, Jan 11. Standing 
and Taylor, Rochdale 


Marspzn, Mary, Bolton, Lancaster. Dec 30. Taylor, Bolton 
yy omer ale Samus. Porter, Campions Harlow, Essex, Esq. Jan 31. Gee, Bishop’s 
0 
NiextineatB, Cuxarxts, Newcastle on Tyne, Surgeon Dentist, Jan 31. Radford and 
Son, Newc astle on Tyne 
Pound, Rev. Witu1aMm, Godshill, I.W., Clerk. Jan 20. Oldman, Old Serjeants’ ior 


RerreLt, Raymonp, Horton, Bucks, Farmer. Marl. Darvill and Co, New Windsor 
Rirsoy, Ratrx, Castleside, Durham, Gent, Feb1l. Clayton and Gibson, Newcastle-on- 


e 
Rozinson, Henry Tuomas, Lincoln, Gent. Tweed and Co, Lincola 
Rorgr, Henry, Cheltenham, Esq. Jan8. Drew, Cheltenham 
Snaw, Frank Norminton, Smethwick, Stafford, Ironfounder, Feb 1. Sanders and 


ey 
SHAWE | a Manta, Maple Hayes, nr Lichfield, Stafford Jan15. Hinckley and Co, 
Lichfie 


yo Rosgrt Lacon, Great Ormond st, Bloomsbury, Architect. Feb1. Mallam, 
le inn 
SuveLeTon, THomas, Bolton, Lancaster. Jan7. Ryley, Bolton 
WInsurP, Joun Dops0x, Newcastle upon Tyne, Farmer. Dec 31. Stanton and Atkin- 
son, Newcastle 4 Tyne 
Wormatp, Saran, Pembridge Villas, Notting Hill. Jan 31. West and Co, Cannon st 
| Gazette, Dec. 12. | 


Ausx, Erxearm, Chichester st, W, Esq. Myer, New Bridge st 

Brew, Cuartxs Apams, Pontrhydyrun, Monmouth, Esq. Jan 24, Edwards, Pontypool 

Er, Seetihe North Littleton, Worcester, Wheelwright. Jan 10. Byrch and 
esham 

Coz, Witt1am, Nunhead, Surrey, Bcotmaker. Jan 27. Lockyer, bap 

vs Wit11aM, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Carder. Jan 31. Buckley and Mattin- 


son, 
Cowrzrtnwaitz, Mary Any, Ardwick, Manchester. Jan 7. May, Macclesfield 
Davipson, EL1zABETH, a og mg Feb 16. Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
futis, ALygEp BeyneEpict, York. 1. Wilson, York 
Postgr, Francis Drake, Wells, Clerk. Jan 6, Foster, Wells 
PussELL, James, Bradford on Avon, Wilts, Esq. Mar7. Keary and Co, Chippenham 
Gurrorp, Samve., North A agg Somerset. Jan 25. Russ, Cheltenham 
I " Lata Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Innkeeper, Feb 15. Colborne and Ward, 
‘ewpo: 
Hixpiz, Janz Any, Preston, Lancaster. Jan 20. Rowley and Co, Manchester 
Hortipes, Jams, and not BoLiiper, as erroneously printed in last Gazette, Wheathill 
td, South Penge Park, Builder. Jan 31. Powell, St Swithin’s lane 
REYS, Epwarp, Welshpool, ber ag” Gent. Feb7. Jones, Weishpool 
Pet Cxprerorann, Lawrence Pountney hill, Metal Merchant. Feb 1, James and 
Co, Merthyr Tydfil 


y' 
esr, Stzruzn, Barnard Cactle, Durham, Joiner. Jan 10. Richardson, Barnard 


le 
Mason, Exiza, Brighton, Jan 22. Baileys and Co, Berners st, Oxford st 
7 bg Tuomas, M.A., Kingsbury, Warwick, Jan 1. Nevill and Atkins, 
WO! 
Muppiman, Geones, Birmingham, Fruiterer. Jan 18, Milward and Co, Birmingham 
pone loony sen., Harrop-within-Rainow, Chester, Yeoman. Jan 9 





. Mair and Co, 
Nicxoras, Commercial rd East, Licensed Victualler. Jan 31. Layton and Co, 


row 
Pocock, Lewis, Gower st, Esq. Jan 25. Pocock, Basinghall st 
son, JouN, Tamworth, Warwick, Innkeeper. Jan 1. Nevill and Atkins, 
Rorzr, Haney, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Esq. Jan8. Drew, Cheltenham 
Scorr, Pla: Esse 


Jamxs Cotson, Plaistow, x, Clerk. Dec3l. Rawlins, Gracechurch st 
Stewart, Ancu1BALD Cuarins, Huyton, Lancaster, Merchant. Mar 1. Tyrer and Co, 
Turtow, Bansamrn, Staveley, Westmoreland, Gent, Feb 1. Thomson and Wilson, 


Warrock, Dame Harzret, Dawlish, Devon, Jan 22. Burch, Exeter 
Wutcocxs,” Marcargr Kware SANDELANDS, Broadway, Worcester. Jan 20, Heaven, 


= ‘aT, ag Ayn, West Brighton, Sussex, Feb 28. Marsden and Wilson, Old 
y [ Gazette, Dec. 15.] 


LEGAL NEWS. 


The Royal Courts of Justice will be open from ten a.m. to three p.m. to 
members of the bar and solicitors, with any friends, on presentation of their 
cards at the principal entrance in the Strand, on Friday, the 220d inst., 
aud will be open to the public during the same hours from Monday to 
Friday next week, 


With regard to the decision as to off licences in the case of Kay v. 
Juetices of Darwen, cn which we commented ante, pp. 63, 96, it is stated 
that the appellants have decided to abandon the idea of proceeding farther 
with the appeal, and their solicitor, Mr, Costeker, has given a notice with- 
drawing the same accordingly to Mr, Hinde, the clerk to the Darwen magis- 
trates. 


At the sitting of the Abergavenny County Court on the 15th inst., there was 
a large attendance of solicitors to welcome Mr. Selfe, the new judge. Upon 
taking his seat Mr. J. H. Farquhar said he was reques‘ed by the solicitors 
practising in the court to offer his Honour their congratulations upon his 
appointment as their county court jadge. They had been pleased to read the 
accounts of the hearty welcome accorded to him by the solicitors in other 
towns, from which it appeared that his appointment met their unanimous 
approval, He (Mr. Farquhar) assured him that he would receive the cordial 
support of all the solicitors practising in this court in the performance of the 
difficult duties of bis offize. He hoped that when Sir Henry James became Lord 
Chancellor he would give practical effect to his opinion that his Honour was 
‘worthy of a still more honourable career,” and appoint him to a judgeship in 
the superior courts. He would like to also pay a tribute of respect to the 
memory of their late lamented judge, before whom he had the honour of 
practising for over eighteen years, The late judge was not only a brilliant 
orator, but an erudite scholar, an able and conscientious judge, well versed in 
the decisions of the law courts, and one whose judgments were never delivered 
without due consideration and a deep sense of responsibility. Mr. H. L. Baker 
(the registrar), on the part of the other officials of the court not represented by 
Mr. Aldridge, said he also desired to pay a tribute to the memory of their late 
bighly respected judge. He bad been associated with him asa professional man 
for upwards of thirty year‘, and he left deeply the loss-his death had caused. 
He believed, however, there was a bright side to the picture—bis mantle 
seemed to have fallen on worthy shoulders, and it was to be hoped that when 
Judge Selfe was promo’ed to the superior office, or retired from the bench, he 
oak receive the same tributes of respect pald to that kind-hearted English 
gentleman and English lawyer that bad now gone to his rest. His Honour, 
who seemed deeply moved, said: I thank you for the very kind and cordial 
welcome which you have given me here to-day. It has been a source of very 
great gratification and encouragement to me that at every court in this circuit 
I have been received with expressions of cordiality from the practitioners 
whose duty it will be to appear before me, and with whom I shall be 
associated. It is natural that the first —_ in every mind on such an 
occasion as this should be cne of regret at the loss. of the accomplished judge 
who presided over the courts of this circuit since they were first instituted in 
1847 ; and it has been a very great gratification to me, though I have not 
the pleasure of knowing him personally, and a great gratification also to the 
relatives, who now mourn his loss, to hear of the unanimons expressions of 
regret with which his loss is felt. I feel it is a difficult task to follow one 
whose reputation stands so high as that of the late Judge Herbert, and the 
best wish that anybody can expresa is that time and experience may prove 
me worthy to occupy the seat which he has left vacant. 








RECENT SALES, 


At the Stock and Share Auction Company’s sale, held on the 2Ist inst., 
at their sale-rooms, Crown-court, Old Broad-street, E.C., the following were 
among the prices obtained: —Western and Brazilian Telegraph Company £20 
shares, £7 10s.; Olathe Silver Mine £10 & per cent. Debenture Bond, £5; 
Dominion of Canada 5 per cent. Municipal Bond, 82 per cent., ex coupon ; 
Cheque Bank £10 shares, £5 paid, 42s,; Guinea Coast Gold, 12s. 6d.; London 
and Yorksbire Bank £9 10%. shares, £2 103, paid, £2 12s, 6d. ; Phosphor 
Bronze £10 shares, £5 paid, £4 17+. Gd.; Hooper’s Telegraph Works (in liqui- 
dation), 3s, 3d, ; London Provincial Electric Lighting and Power Generating 
Company £5 shares, £2 103. paid, 20s,; Imperial Union Accident Assar- 
ance £1 shares, 103, paid, 5s. 6d.; Junior Army and Navy Stores, 123; J. B. 
Lambe & Co., 6s. ; Railway and Metropolitan Omnibus £5 shares, £2 paid, 
25s. 3 Great Polgooth United Tin Mines, 5s. ; and other miscellaneous securi- 
ties fetched fair prices, 








An ingenious contrivance has been brought to our notice in the shape of aa 
envelope shaped case for keeping title deeds and other documents in, pre- 
pared by Messrs, Shaw & Sons, covered in cloth, with strap and buckle, 
end being open for the insertion of the title deeds, and with a flap_to 
dust getting in. Each case will allow of the insertion of six or more deeds. 


i 





or client can be written. To solicitors these cases will-be-very convenient, 
and the price is low, 
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* Aub Peter, North Petherton, Somerset 
vt doyal Caren tl, Bed aet 








accaad -MARRIAGES, AND. DEATHS, 


eee 


BIRTH. 
TuomPson.—Dic. 16, at 15, Glencower-place, 5.W., the wife of G. Rodie 
Taompeon, barrister: at-law, of a pope 


Warp—Gray.—Dec. 12, at Strantom, Wee Wee Herslepoo!, Theocore Henry Ward, 
solicitor, Middlesbrough, to Lucy Harcourt, daughter of ths late Rob rt Gray, 
of Stock on-on-T ees. 

DEATHS. ‘ 
J ounson.—Dec. 17, Edward Johnson, svlicitor, of No. 5, Arandel-street, Strand, 


Moox.—Deer. 10, at the Idns of Court Ho‘el, William Moon, silic'tor, aged 62. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 
Bankrupts. 


Farpay, Dec. 15, 1882. 
Under the Benkruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Price, Charles William, St James’ st, Stock Broker. Pet Dec 7. Hazlitt. Jan 10 at 12 
Pritchard, Edward, Fenchurch st, Tailor. Pet Nov 16. Hazlitt. Jan 10 at1 
Thurgood, William’ Lane, Brunswick 8q, Solicitor. Pet Nov 24. Pepys. Jan 10at 12.30 

To Surrender in the Country. 
Pope, George, Liverpool, Tea Merchants. Pet Dec li. Cooper. Liverpool, Dec 28 


at 12 
Pilkington, Edward Bristow, Migtesberongh pen of the Old Coal Depots. Pet 
Dee 9. Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, Dec 29 at 11 
ae ie menes Bistopwearmouth, Darin, Solicitor, Pet Dec 9. Ellis. Sunder. 
éamuel, oT Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Clothier. Pet Dec 11. Daggett. Newcastle, 


TvugspAy, Dec. 19, 1882. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proof of debts to the Registrar. 


; To Surrender in London. 
Pryor, James, Westminster Bridge rd, Auctioneer. Pet Nov 16. Hazlitt. Jan 10 at 1 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Charlies Douglas, Leeds, Coal Merchant. Pet Dec 13. Marshall. Leeds, 


Campbell, 
Jan 10 at 11 
; re gs] Grosvenor ter, Clapham, Gent. Pet Dec13. Willoughby. Wandsworth, 
an 
Al Todmorden, York, Cotton Manufacturer. Pet Dec 13. Hartley. 
Burnie ro 3.30 
Jellings, . . Bem Depsborongh, Northampton, Builder. Pet Dec 15. Gaches. Peter- 
‘an 


a? Sorry whem Hove, Sussex, Wine Merchant. Pet Dec 12. Jones. Brighton, 
‘an 
ie, rovttrich, Jan 12 at] Upper Sydenham, Fancy Draper. Pet Dec 15. Pitt-Taylor. 
Trak Ww ‘lian French, Lower Woodfo: Wilts, Farmer. Pet Dec 14. Wilson. 

Salisbury, Jan 5 at 12.30 ~ F 14h 

an ie og apt 
RIDAY, 15, 

Herbert, Ann, Seaton, Cumberland. Decll 
Roberts, Robert, Trithy, Hope, Flint, Farmer. igh 6 


ye Dec. 19, 1 
Brown, William Mark, Southgate rd, Is) eae i Dae 15 
May, Wilkens m Jacks — es Ocennal Auctioneer. — Dec 7 
iners, Henry, Plympton, Mining 7 
Stokes, William John, Wine Office ct, Piet ot Pablisbor Dec 15 
by Arra 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Ferpay, Dec. 15, 1882. 
Siem, William, ne Durham, Fruiterer. Dec 28 at 11 at offices of Pr oud, Market 
, Bishop Auckland 
allot cor ewe 4 Henry, Huddersfield, York, Hat Manufacturer. Dec 29 at 11 at offices 
uddersfield 


n st, H 
Atte, Jb weep Devonport, Devon, Grocer. Dec 28at 12 at offices of Sdle and 


u, onport 
Ashton, bone Oldeovate, we Sa Wor’ Farmer. Jan 1 at 12 at Old 
tel, Market pl. Doncaster, "Wattey 20 beddiley, Deneneier 

win, Hugh ultra” Gilchrist, and John Ryman, Newington Butts, Iron Mer- 

chants. "he $ at 1 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Walker and Co, Furnival’s inn 

, Solicitor, out of practice. Dec 28 at 12 
vrangtas, Walaa = Stafford, Latch Manufaciurer. Dec 20 at 11 at offices of 
use Keeper. Dec 20 at 12 at Old 
House at Tes fa Hen, Real Hi Oia © Hill. |v eat td Rowley Regis 


y athnhiny Nondiies Derby, Stone Mason. Dec 20 at 3 at the offices < of Greaves, Old Bank 


Berry, Philip Philip, Olden Lancaster Wholesale Gebecr. Dec 27 at 3 at Grosvenor Hotel, 
Deansgate, Manchester. Ble Hackbaree and Bry 
ert Jesse, Hyde, Chester, ‘salter. Dee 27 at 3 at office of Cooke, Clareridon 
Seckesios, ee ee st, Strand, 8h ilar Manufacturer. 
pena! 28 ofice of Tower, Lower Thames : “+ emanates ” - 
se Coventry, Engineer. Dec 28 at 11 at office of Goate, Little Park st, 
ey im} Livteped, Tallow Chandler. Dec 20 at 2.30 at office of Gee, North 
, Huddersfield, York, Builder. Dec 20 at 11 at officeof Ainley, New st, 


» amt Bac my pitt York, ont of business, Dec 28 at 11 at office of 
Northampton, Tailor. Dec 20 at 2 at office of Bhar- 
eae Dec 27 at 3 at office of Walker 
ye Jan 3 at 2.90 ot office of Langton and MeConnal, 


mane Dee 27 at 3 at office of Durant, Guildhall ches, 





Claie, Wost atten, Wetton, Ttheotn, Warmer. Jan ® dt 1 at White Hart Bolg, 


ap ot Nr rn 


Dele, John, Jarrow-on- Draper, Dec ll at 90 at office of Parsotiy 
oRecbiieut Mepeuie 3% eater, te a0 110 a elas o Saga 





Mill dd 
Heater York, Joiner. Dec 28 at 12 at office of Peters, New i, 
Creed Oh aces Yiicems, i rasan Bee See Dee 30 at 12 at omega 
l Siaggsnd 
elma a rederick: ritker coven? coventey, ; Bu Deo 23 at 3 at office of Gott, 


Little rat O p Bate 
Dodd, Phillip George, and V castle Wharf) Milo End, Timl 


Merch J Bay Me prey Munns ios ed Co, Old Jewry 
Daring tay oe trument Maker. Deo 22 at 3 at mp, 
3 
, Joseph, N rd one Deo 9 at 11 at office of Fletchir, 
North’ 


wic' bh 
Elshaw, We oh gy BS ta ne tn a Dec 29 at 11,30 at offices of Booth, Bais. 
to’ 
Elves, Ch les Edward, "2 pl, Globe td, Mile End, Builder. Dec 27 at 2 at th 
Guildhall Tayern, Gresham st. ‘Hani Queen Victoria st 
Foottit, 6 George William, and Edwin Albert Booth, Doncaster, Tea Dealets. Jail; 
30 at offices of Waite and Crouch, Ball gate, "Doncaster. Verity and Baddiley, 


Dodeniaer 

Fortescue, Edward Francis Knottesford, Bishopsgate st Within Agent 
Dec 29 at 2 at offices of Swithinbank and Co, Laurence Pountney Pot - balan 
Romer, St. Helen’s pl, Bishopsgate st Within 

Gamage, Zh meget Pisskhorp, , Furniture Dealer. Jan 2 at 3 at offices a 
Ril gate, Bing 
coodric, “Ge Geotee, eld, ot Dec 27 at 3 at offices of Unwin, Queen x 

heffield 


winren William, song Derby, Baker. Dec 20at 11 at offices of Stevenson, Week. 
day cross, Nottingham 

Hiscock, » fonenh, Bristol, Grocer. Dec 27 at 11 at offices of Collins, Broad st, Brisia, 
Ward, Br 

Hook, John George fompeel rd, Holloway, Butcher. Dec 27 at1i at offices of Hotrari, 


Southam] nm buildings, Chance: 
as b, Landy en, 1 a Victualler. Dec 30 at 13 at offices of 
Wat George sq, Portsea. env alker and Wainsoot, Lan ndport 
Helen John, Bi liter 4 st, Japan Merchant. Jan 9 at 12 at City Terminus Hotel, Caton 
st. Renshawe, Suffolk lane 
a bt yd eer ee Denbigh, Draper. Jan 3 at 11 at offices ¥ 
1s8sOn ani r; st, 
Hulme, a Leek. Stafford, Stonemason. Dec 27 at 2 at Roebtick Hotel, Leek. fe. 


fern, 
Jackson, Has, coop ty ~~) ond gaan Dec 30 at 2 at office of Wallin. 
‘ord and Co, George st, Huntingdon 
Jackson, Edwin Genoa and James Dommett Jackson, iy ae rd; Seven Sisters’ ni 
Coal Merchants. Jan 2 ae 3 at office of Rumney, Walbr 
Jackson, phone Dean, North Claughton, oe pal Merchant. Jan 4 at 2 at 14, Cooks, 


Live Lg many ant Hawkins, Liverpoo 
Jenvia, ataael fe pennymoor, Durham, Innkeeper. Dec 28 at 11 at office of Mar, 


Market We yt : 
log Pi tepod i, Tobacconist. Dec 209 at 3 at office of Banner and Co, Codks, 


i ine, Bagh, Liverpoo Md Oo, Liverns Liverpool 
ve’ gerson and Co, Liverpoo 
Jones, Isaac; Basingstoke. J Jan 2 at 1.30 at.299, High Holbees, Sharp ri 3 
some, s, Mary ise Ye Whitmore, hen Helions, Devon. Dec 30 at } 50 
Oxf ear’ 
King, aan, Liverpo nt bd, Islington, Cab ristor. Jaén 4at 3 at offieed 


Andrews and Maso 
Lansdale, Joseph, Wiltenatl, fat wtattord, Boot Wendie. Dec 30 at 11 at offlegs d 


Clark, New Willenhall 
Lansdell, Wine’ Fulham rd, Chelsea, Trunk Manufacturer, Dec 22 at 11 at offices ol 
Smith, Leadenhall st 
Lewis. , Alfred Henry, Camden rd, Restaurant Keeper. Dec 27 at 1 at offices of Hefiban 
and Co, Beg le 


Lloyd, Pentre Ystrad, near cutee. Glamorgan, Builder. Jan 4 abite 
oh Bet of Simons and Plews, Churc’ E erthr = 
Lock, Francis — Leicester, Shorthand Writer. 28 at 3 at offices of Wright, Ba 


voir st, Leiceste 
gh st, r. Jan 2 at 9 at offices of Lae 
tesliam st. "Rooks and Cc 


Maddocks, ‘Frances, Hi, " antiagton, Me 
wiifisder, Je Joseph, and Francis Mallinder’ ing ‘a, wapelde ndérs. Dec 28 at iis 


ffi s of I bbotso: Chan; alley, Sheffield 
Meweas: James, Bishop y, Durham, 8 Saddler, Dec 20 at 11.90 at offices d 


, r, Silver st, Bishop Rection 
McMillan, David, Hulme, Lancaster, Joiner. Dec 29 at 12 at offices of Diggles sl 
0 Booth st, Mane 


r 
Mercer, Henry, 8 — Lancaster, Builder. Jan 4 at 2 at offices of Opperihela, 
HMardshaw st, St Hel: 
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Ed senate 1, and Arthur Alfred Morton, Leeds, Pant Manutactinin. 
uae Geen 2 at Tam Jose a, Rid, Maria Mills, dleto 
easier, Catton Doublers. Pai Bay 3 at fps Hotel, Cathedral Ae ee 4 
Morgen area is Bowne, Monmouth, Grocer. Doo 28 at 12 at offics of Gibbs, i! 
Morris, adios gharh, Lace Mi Manufacturer. Dec 27 at 12 at office of Brittle, 8 
Peter's chbrs, 8t eters Notti 
Nadould, Williém Norman, Walham green, hase Victualler, Jan $ dt 2 at olldtd 
Nietiolas, Arthur, hur, Chorton on Mol mek hocrselic?. Doo 80 at 10 at office of Cldédi 
Cooper Phey 
Nick ‘a Claughton, n Bat 
ike, Mary An mya eos at 3 Fi elley’s Arms, Fiobocbater” Prestot, cor ae 
B mes 
Northam, James, Exeter, Portmanteau Manufacturer. Dev 30 at 11 at office of C 
Seaford cireus, Exeter 
st Manchetar Norris, Lancaster, Builder. Doc 29 at 3 at office of G 
Parry, ten Bey, Flint, G s Manager. Jan 4 at 12,30 at Queen's is 
jen ga Bp armarthen, Farmer, Dec 27 at 
ra Melt an bes beriutthin, 2 ot tt at oll 
ra 7 Tyee t. adds as cae 
) Pima sat Go 
Pocock, Rawatd William, at 2 at office of Greonfél 
mee Se igi vith 
i rn, Hereford, Butcher, Dec 22 nt 2 at office of Miller 
napa Tottenham, Hullder, Jan ab 8 At ofloe ot Palorson 
rin ed cha Bralth, Leods, Grocers. Deo 28 at 3 a4 ofc of Pull Al 
John Proprietor, Dec 27 at11 at office of E 
ot Chotenbam, Abell, Mbell: Ubsletnham 
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5 A Ah lie Dec 28 at 12 at Office of Abbot, Blackfriars 








a, sal dames Siafiord, Dec 29 ees at_ Waterloo Hotel, Piccaflilly, Mai. 
chester. ves 
otis, Schweizerhof, a ; st, Bis at, Baker. Jat, $6 3 ae Mutien’s 
Hotel, Ironmon, tie Gh side. Wi mys Tronmon 
ta, att Goon »trlindon , Diithdm, Grocer, Dec B at at office of Charibers; 
i, Fey onc ogc ci my tei eg Dee 29 at 10 at office of Parry; Harbour st; 
she smith, J ‘oseph, Heanor, Derby, Miner. Dec 30at 11 at office of Hopkins, Market street, 
} Jotn y Sti Bhtined tedgat, Bainialéy, Grocers. Dec 29 at ii at office 
«Bry ho ar 
x eu at 1 at 3 
= Prinlay. Bi i eames Ider, Jan 1at@ H dda -~ 
Th ™m 1 . Janl at 2 at 269, A 
» MH, Ways Poms i 84, Gray's —= Pea 
sl os Ming, Ariens. Wo wn den Meg Grocer; Dec 29 at 3 at office of Willcotk; North st; 
, “Waive! yn bibig i 
i. iniams, Dari bite Carnarvon; Publican. Dec % at1at Station Hotel, 
Tina a Hahei, uilder. Jan 2at hley’s Hotel, Henrietta st, Co 
nt the won, Routhacpien bs at y ’ » Covent 
dil Tuxspax, Dec 19, 1882. 
’ . 
‘Ansell, Edward, rou Wells, Kent, Auctioneer. Dec 29 at 12at office of Cripps, 
\ gent. Mount Pleasant rd Parkeiage Wells 
rs and Applet, Jacob, East Hagbourne, Berks. Dec 28 at 1 at Junction Hotel; Didcot: 
Seago Stourbridge, W: Worcester, Coal Mercha: Dec 29 af 11 at office 
Barlow, William Henry, rchant. at 11 at 
me of Cofser and Walker, Market st, Stourbridge’ 
on %, mene Gace, Ee Seg Al Worcester, Tailor. jen 2 at 11 at Swan Hotel; Diidley. 
an 
P Deans W Biers, end 4 m Bass, Hinckley, Leicester, Farmers. Jan 4 at 2 at Newdigate 
Wea. ‘Arms Hotel, aS aa and Parr, Lelcpaer : 
Bristol h, Laneaters aioe Jentaaas office of Gee and Parr, Gallowtree 
ovtan, = may Bedi, Leicester; Innkeeper. Dec 30 at 2 at office of Oram and Co, 
cata mall erat Hull, Bookseller, Jan 3 at 3 at office 
; up ler, Jan 3 at 3 at of Park, 
ote Bishop lane, = ok upon : 
Citi Brasier; William Hastings, Sussex, Victualler. Jan 2 at 12 at 
Law Institution, Chancery Jones Glenister, Hastings 
oa iplesick Coen’ ; ie rd, Wandsworth, Schoolmaster. Jan5 at 12 at office of 
‘em 
. fhe Boma ony Serena, Lower Thames st, Lighterman. Dec 29 at 2 at office of Wink- 
rating. Bryant, ‘Edwin, Newport, Mon, Bootmaker. Dec 29 at 11 at office of Vaughan, Dock 
e 
ers’ 1, Sean boos rge, Newcastle upon Tyne, Draper. Dec 30 at 12 at office of Joel and Co, 
Newgate st, Newcastle upon e 
Cooks, a. William, Leicester, Currier. Jan 1 at 3 at office of Wright; Belvoir st; 
Charge, , Worcester, Grocer. Dec 29 at 11 at office of Willia Worceste: 
of Mas, chbrs, Pierpoint’ st, Worcester 2 7 
Cooks, Henry, and Renben Chatfield, — Common, Builders, Dec 29 at 3.30 at 
. office of Saunders and Co, Coleman 
‘ Cheeseman, William, Craig’ 8 ct, Oharing cross, Solicitor. Jan 3 at 3 at Kennan’s Hotel, 
chant BE. Crown ct, Cheapside 
bi ott Cardi. Ooone Cardiff, Licensed Victualler. Jang at 11 at Royal Hotel, St 
offi John, Birmingham, Frnit Salesman, Dec $9 at 3 at office of Jéjuée, Téuipls 
fficgs of Tow, jirmingham 
€outh, Francis Henry Tucker, oo p Resmaanet, Miller. Det 29 ab3 at office of 
offices d Taylor and bp a Broad aseihe, Botanar ‘Tiley, 
Couper, Robert, far. “Jan 128 at lat rye of Wade, Old Christchurch 
ee amy 





saamee, Braunton, Devon, Tailor. Jan 5 at 12 at office of Thorne, Castle street, 
ple 
, Charles, Boston Spa, York, Butcher. Dec 29 at 12at Angel Hotel, Wetherley. 
iat Blaenau, Bog , Merioneth, Tailor, Jau3 at 2 at Junction Hotel, 
judno Junction, gee 
vi, Greenw ab, “Builder. an 3 at 2 at office of Hudson and Co, Queen 
tee Charles Edwaitd, Rose pl, Grove Maan Milé End, Builder. Dec 27 at 2 at Guildhall 
Tayern, Gresham st, Hands, Queen V: ig | 
ya jun, Milford Haven, Builder. Jan 3 at 12 at office of Broad and Co, 
Bristol. ‘John, Haverfordwest 
George Beaumont, Swanscombe, Kent, Clothier. Jan Sat 12 at office of Clift, 
12 Samuel, Lincolfi, Boot Maker. Jan2at 11 at office of Page, Flaxengate, 
a Cite Br , Gloucestér, Market Gardétie®, Dec 28 at 2 at office of Cimber- 
a gg Thames, Surrey, Timber Merchant. Jan Ii at 3 at office 
= 5 ° 


bain, Hoary, Gt iinghechar st bldgs, Director of Public Come Jan 5 at 3 at 
8 of and Co, Coleman st. Brook and Chapman, Wi xchange, Coleman 


seve Gilbert,{Hindley, Lancaater, Shopkeeper. Dec 30 at 11 at offices of Bryan, 
ihe. By keg York, Wool Waréhouseman. Jan 2 at 3 at Law Institution, 
‘ a Beetioed. by ork, Stuff Merchant. Dec 29 at 11 at offices 


: New Booth : 
Robe at i n, Fish atid Game Dealer. Dee 29 at 11 at offices 


Barron, Hi ington 
ip, Jamies, Routtiport, ancaster, Butcher. Jan 3 at $ at cflices of Threlfall, London 


Wiliam, Froderick, Kingwminford, Stafford, Coa Merchaiit, Dee 26 at 11,30 at 
esi Grocer, Jan 5 at2 at offices of Creek and Sandy, 
caster, Watchtiaker, Jan 2 at 3 at offices of Gibson and 

cea ter, Artificial Flower Manu. 

itl Gener enral Shop Sop Keeper, Jani at 13,80 ai 
ear Devaburs, York, Potato Mer. 


au'S al S80 at vite oF Brakes and 


Sy sontacung saptelt Tah 10 at 
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: Et — 


oS ee Le eae 
Ds Se ‘ai 3 ab 12 at Hotel) Eashdudno 
a egar, Monmouth, Grocer. Jan 2 at 2 at offices of Price; 
Jap —— 7ailor. Jan 2 at 12 at office of Pollard, Prineé Albert 
eS Hotél Keéper. Jan 3 at 12 at Globe Hotél; Fal- 
mi Finsbury pavement, Licensed Victualler. Jan 3 at 3.at office of Swain, 
y Henry Old Broad st, Stock and Share Broker. Jan 4 at 2 at office of Banning, 
a Bini Jati 4 at 12.39 at Office of Owen; 
“aumittea tihihée, Dec 30 at 10.30 at office of Andrew, 
ta J Btn er 
wry = John, Norwich, Shoemaker. Dec 29 at 12 at office of Brock, Briggs 
a eee es Ty Confectioner. Jan 2 at 1 at office of Wilkinson, 
’S sq, 

Ni Jan 2 at 11 # Exeter. 

sy urseryman. Jan 2 at 11 at office of Reed, High st, 
Newport, Monmouth, Grocer. Jan 4 at 13 at office of Gibbs and Co, 


serie it Nebwoet Pi, Iolo -¢ of ol ge voles Jan 3 at 1 dt Warbutton’s Hotel, 





OSes 1 vel Cabo Bice, SM Dec 29 at 11 at office of Tree, 
. ig 

Pain, Frederick Richard, Ramsgate, 8 Builder. Dec 29 at 2 at London Tavern, 
Gra arch Cowl, Gt Yarmouth sg 


racech 
Parkes, Charles olman. St Columb Major, Cornwall, Surgeon. Jan 4 at 2 at office of 


Nicholls, St Cola 
Porter, Thomas, a  obn Porter, Barnley, Lancaster, out of business. Dec W at 11 
at Woolsack H. Strangeways, Manchester, Sutcliffe, Burnley 
Roslington; William, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Dec 29 at 2.30 at office of Middleton, 
aitiveriey chmbrs, Leeds 
sent! 


, Louis, Wierdenée, Cabinet Maker. Dec 29 at 3 at offices of Northgraves; 
Queen’s chambers, Princess st, Manchester 


a Pree te, Da Pg) Stafford, Builder. Dec 29 at 3 at offices of Stokes and Hooper, 


orcester ; 

Smith, Thomas, Manchester, , Provision Dealer. Dec 27 at 11 at offices of Edmondson, 
pe ali ft, ‘ue peed Colton, Suffolk, G Jan 10 at 12 at the Fox Hotel, 
jam, younger, ‘olton, rocer. Jan 10 at 12at 

Stowmarket. Gudgeon 
Stevens, Charles Palmer, Biggleswade, Bedford ao Jan 8 at 3 at the Swan 
Hotel, Biggleswade. Hooper and Co, Bi 
Stockton on, John, W Ss a, Nantwich, bigeioowade Stone Mason, Jan 5 at 2.30 at offices 
arburton, antwic! 
Sto nt Thomas Cheadle, Stafford, “Indiiocen Dee 28 at 11 at the Copeland Arms 
Hotel, Glebe st, Stoke-upon-Trent 
Sutcliffe, James, r, Underclothing Manufacturer. Jan 5 at 11 at offices of 
Gardner, ert st, Manchester 
i Laneaster, Grocer. Jan 2 at 2 at the Law Society’s Sale Room, 
Castle hill Honse, Lancaster. Johnson and Tilly, Lancaster 
“a ba ae i beaies Stafford, Builder. Dec 29 at 11 at offices of Stokés and 
00’ ry st. 
Thess wae ag es a aie York, Joiner. Dec 29 at 11 at offices of Rawson and Co, 
Those win, in, Weeton-euper-diidie; Gasibiiet, Ubeaihasateds Agiis. Dec 29 at 2 at office 
of Brown, Corn st, Bristol 
Senge Saar —" Stafford, Chemist. Dée 29 at 3 at office of Parrr, 
Wallis, William, Bristol Graber, Dec 30 at 11 at office of Hulbert and Co, Bristol bridge, 


Bristol 
Williamson, Edward, Scarborough, Solicitor. Dec 27 at 10 at Dyson's Scawin’s Rail- 
way Hotel, York. Greenwood and Greenwood, Scarborough 
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The Subscription to the Soxicrrors’ Jovnnat is—Town, 26s. ; Country, 
28s. ; with the Wrexty Repoktin, 52s. Payment ia advance includes 
Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers ry have their Volumes 
bound at the office—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law cal/, s. 


All letters intended for publication in ad « Solicitor’ Journal” must be 
authenticated by the name of the writer 


Where difficulty is experienced in pete the Journal with regularity 
in ee it is requested that application be made direct to the 
Publisher. 
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SCHWEITZER S COCOATINA, 
ti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
aoa sim yey Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
= _——_ excess of fat extracted. 
ptmace: Og onary it “the most nutritious, per- 
‘or Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
ae, = invaluable for invalids and Children.” 
ly commended by the entire Medical Press. 
Being without sugar, smithg mex or other admixture, it suits 
better in all climates, and is four times 
the —- of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED with 
starch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER than such Mixtures. 
Made ere ogg A with boiling water, a > ame 
toa Cup, costing less than a 
Coceastna 4 La VaNIL1x3 is the most delicate, digestible, 
eapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is — 


In tin packets at 1s. 6d., 3a., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists 


and Grocers. 
Charities yy tye ‘erms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H, SCHWEITZE & CO 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


\ R.. HENRY SEABORNE (Author of 
** Seaborne’s Vendors and Purchasers”) Prepares 
Gentlemen for the Intermediate and Final Examinations. 
— For terms and rs apply by letter addressed to 
H. 8., care of Messrs. ‘Some. 7, Fleet-street, E.C. 


NEXPENSIVE EDUCATION for Sons of 
Gentlemen.—Two or more Brothers received in a 
High-class School at 24 guineas perannum each. Every- 
thing and thorough—education, diet, — &e.— 
Address, Rev. Warpen, care of Mr. Berry, 29 , Pater- 
noster-square, B.C. 


AIN’S SOLICITORS’ BOOK-KEEPING 
(Copyright) .-—The Explanatory Treatise (Ninth 


ition), 

KAIN’S NEW W No, 0 94 PERFORATED DRAFT BILLS 
of COSTS BOOK, 500 pages, with Index, — 9s. 6d., 
and Fah neceeenyy, a oy ght ee foe &c., under 

including, when requ speci ), to 
be had of Karr, Brown, & Co., Accountants, Auditors, 

Costs Draftemen, &c., 69, Chancery-lane, W.C.; or of their 
Publishers, Warertow Broruers & Layton, Birchin- 
lane, B.C. | Price List of Books free. 


Now ready, price 9d, 
'YHE LAW ALMANACK for 1883 contains 
New Stamp Duties and all Legal Changes to 


present time. 
Printed and Published by 
Tuomas Scorr, Warwick-court, Holborn. 

















EWTON’S PATENT I LAW and PRAC- 

Enlarged Edition. Defining Patentable 
and Non-patentable Invention and the nature of Speci- 
Soatieen ent pace oak the mode of agen 3 and 
xten- 


to enable a Solicitor to advise hie Cliente. By A. 


NEWTON. 
“It is a most *’-R, E. Webster, E: 


useful summary.’ sq.,Q.C. 
London: TRUBNER & god and 59, Ludgate-nil, 


Newrow & Soy, the Ofte for Patents, 66, Chancery-lane. 
eres heb & SONS make NO CHARGE 





particulars in their FREE MONTHLY 
REGISTER of TATES, TOWN and COUNTRY 
HOUSES. or Unfurnished, or for Sale, to 4 
hed GRATIS at their Offices, or post-free for two stamps. 


Published on the Ist of the month, and particulars 
—— should be sent not later than five days seovions 


month. 
Valuations for Probate and Transfer. Surveys. 
Estate und Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall East, 8.W. 


Sales for the Year 1883. 

ESSRS. DKEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
Buil ce rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, and other Properties, will be held at the 
Auction — To! oF fame any near the Bank of Eng- 
land, in the City of London, as follows :— 

Tuesday, Jan. Tuesday, May 1 

Tuesday, Jan. 23 | Tuesday, May 8 

Tnesday, Feb. 6 

Tuesday, Feb. 20 
Tuesday, Feb. 27 
y, Mar. 6 
Tuesday, Mar. 13 
Tuesday, Mar. 20 
Tuesday, April 3 
y,A 10 
Tuesday, Sprit 17 


"ctions een alo be held on other days beside thos 

Spee os tenes gravee pony caereeaea whet 

t; een 

guch notie and the anctiog mus, se et a 
uy t! 

amin: ian ses 

M. ESSKS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON 5 

fee ae, sacs 

or = ng 














We 


ESTABLISHED 1825, 
HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 
USE FURNISHERS, 


MANUFA 
200, 203, and 
Estimates and 
nishing Residences, 
—PAINTING, ponding ong & HOUSE REPAIRS.— 


ed Oak a oe gyn 9a from Ancient 
— ea ee ne 


4 from ve ie 108 
ing mY LANGE SH SHOW ROOMS. 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEaRt, 


200, 208, and 204, Tottenham Court-road, London, W. 
or Removed 


N.B.—Household Furniture Warehouse 
on reasonableterms -« 


Sih aaarth ROOMS sty, Mash 
Specially c 
Works y of Art, 47, o LEICESTER SQUARE i, LONDON, 
M2sse8. PUTTICK & SIMPSON beg tc 
announce that the above rooms are daily for 
the reception of all kinds of Literary Property, 
for Sale by Auction. 
necessary ledge 





Des 
Bedain 





Musical aren ae mry &e., intended 
tqueet aly on aaa the extensi 
gained o: y long experience ee ive con- 
nection enjoyed by thein firm will bea sufficient guarantee 
to solicitors _ others that such property entrusted tc 
their care will be arranged for sale in the most advan- 
us manner. 

aluations for Probate or Legacy Duty, or for Public 

or Private Sale. Ff 
Estastisuep (1 Procapiuiy) 1794. 


7N.\HE LONDON ASSUKANOE. 
(Incorporated by Royal Charter, a.v. 1720.) 
FOR FIRE, LIFB):AND MARINE ASSURANCES, 
Hesd Office:—7, ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 
West End Branch :—55, Partiamest Steet, L: Npon, 8.W. 


Governor—WILLIAM RENNIE, Esa. 

Sub-Governor—LEWIS ALEXANDER WALLACE, Esq. 

Deputy-Governor— GEORGE WILLIAM CAMPBELL, Esq. 
Directors. 

Robert Henderson, Esq. 

Louis Huth, Esq. 

Henry J. B. Kendall, Esq. 








H. Gough Arbuthnot, Esq. 
Robert Burn Blyth, mea 
William T. Brand, Esq 


Edward Budd, Esq. Charles Lyall, Esq. 

Mark Wilks Collet, E Greville H. Palmer, Esq. 
George B. Dewhurst, Capt. R. W. Pelly, R.N. 

Robert Gillespie, Esq. P. F. Robertson, Esq. 


Robert Ryrie, Esq. 
Albert @. Sandeman, Esq. 

C. Guthri Cate Lacpold 8 cae 
A. C. Guthrie, Esq. . ymour, 
Percivai Lewis Hambro, Esq. | Jobn Young, Esq. 

West End Co-nmittee. 

8. P. Low, Esq. (Mcasrs. Grindlay & Co.). 

Charles 8. Paris, Esq., 22, King-street, St. eg ts 8.W. 

The Hon. Francis Parker, 3, 3, Temple-gardgns, E.C, 


tors. 

Messrs. Johnsons, Upton, Budd, & Atkey, 20, Austin-friars. 

Messrs. Collyer-Bristow, Withers, Russell, & Hill, 4, Bed- 
ford-row. 

NOTICE is hereby given that the fifteen days of grace 
a'lowed for renewal of Cheiigess Fire Policies will expire 
on 9th January. 

Claims under Life Policies ar are payable upon proof cf 
death and title being furnished to the satisfaction of the 
Court of Directors, without as hither‘o deferring the settle- 
ment for a period of three monthe. 


Howard Gilliat, Eeq. 
Henry Goschen, Esq, 
Edwin Gower, Esq. 





Prospectuses, copies of the Accounts, and other informa- 
tion can be had on application, ° 
JOHN P. LAURENCE. Secretary. 
; mas VIVDENT LIFE OFFLUK, 
Fouxpsp 1806, 
60, REGENT STREET, and 1 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 


Existin 
Inves 





Assurances exceed 
Funds 


6,650,000 
e 42,000 


During the past year (1881) e each main item has shown 
improvement upon the preceding year. 


1880, 1881, 
New Premiums £18,845 £19,908 
279; 852 290, 077 

711 2,207, 986 


Income oo 
Invested Funds . 2,1 
CHARLES STEVENS, Secretary. 
EVEKSIONAKY and LIFKkK INTE. 
RESTS in LANDED or FUNDED PROPERTY 
or other Securities and Annuities by the BQUITAL or Loans 
or Annuities prrere sreated RE- 
eee Sa uo 80 BOO tary {LKETED), 10, 


1836, Capital plying ,000, "hie oe Loans be 
capitalized. ‘ tag 


F, 8, CLAYTON, } Joint 
») 





©. H, CLAYTON, 


UN Fikté AND LIFE OFFICES 
Threadneedle-street, E.C, ; Charing Cross, 8,W. ; 
Oxford-street (corner of Vere-street), WwW. 
and oreign Insu 





Home 


PA Se Established 1710, 








moderate rates. 
LIFE. Established 18 hed 1810. 8 


po sehen sak go no 





EDE AND SON, : 
ROBE PES - MAKERS 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London &c, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN’ 8 COUNSBL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION neem UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWas, 
STABLISHED 1689, 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON 


OMMEROCIAL UNION ASSURANG 
COMPANY.—FIRE, LIFE, MARINE. 


Capital cece recess ereccce £2,000,000 
rT ap om paideap esr 












” 






the Whole f th 























Trust for Life Policy- 
733,000 


moor ceeds .. 1,050,000 
Cuter Orricss: 19 awp 20, CORNHILL, LONDON, 
West Env Orrtcss: 8, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8, 


Léw. UNION FIRE and LIFE INS. 

RANCE COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery. 

lane, London, W.C. 

The Funds in in hand and Capital subscribed amount tou 
wards of £1,600,000 sterling. 

Chairman—Jamzs Cuppor, 

Goldsmith -building, ee 

Deputy- 


—C, PEmBErton, Esq. (Lee 
tons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’ -fields, 
Every description of Fire and 
Whole World and Unseaien ete granted a 




























a slightly increased rate of Premium. 
Policies ad moderate rales of Pr against the contingeng 
of Issue of Premium. 
vances made on Mortgage of Life Interest and Reve. 





dens, when whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectus, ies of the Accounts as ip argent 
the Board ear 


ie, and every information sent on appli. 
cation to 
FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary, 


AW LIFE ASSURANCE. Fate: 


FLEET STREET, LON 
Eerapzisuxp ie 























Assets on 31st st December, 188 ps ose ove £5,42256 
Income for the a ove oe 460,398 
Claims paid to st Decenibor, 158 os ove 13,040,810) 
Bonuses hitherto al! 6,198,001 

Expenses of + mene including ‘Commission, abut 
4} vom. of Income, 

Hates of of Premiums reduced. Free travelling Lims 
extended. 

Loans granted on seourity of Policies, Life bay 





and Reversions, as well as on the other ordinary Secu. 


ties. 
pecan —— oly: se ar and others on Asw 
rances introduced through their agency. 

Policies effected this poe will Patidpate in the Bonw 
on the 31st December, 1 

Prospectus and Forms “3 Proposal sent on applicatio 
to the AcTUARY. 


ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANI. 
Established 1836, 
FIRE AND LIFE. AT HOME AND ABROAD, 
Heap Orrices:—Lonpow AND meer 


one Iston 


ee "2, 10608 
)XON and BERKS BANK, OXFOR), 


EstaBiisHEp 1854, 

Clergymeny Medical Mn, residing in any prt of 
er, mn, en, 

and ales. No banking account need be open 



























eee on 






















aeilgineil 









ESTABLISHED 1851. 
IRBKBEOK Ohana 


hnilai 


Chancery- 

ankrs ant Intent allowed on 

agen ge allowed on 
‘hen not drawn below £25. 
















of other other Sau 












A Pamphlet, Liny sa Neu pos. lication. 
ars, on OFT, Manage. 
? RANOIS RAV BRAVENSC 
Slet March, wen 
UE 
SQUARE, 


H° tex METROPOL 
NORTHUMBERLAND AVE 
TRAFALGAR 
The Hétel Métropole, which i NDON. of 
atruct! we be pole, wevlch, ia now in and 
can i 


decorations, nishing wil® 
@ Galtman of MP ad DE 
Hb Stel Métropole are at 13. Wi 


























lives, Large bon 








\ court, Geet W 








